




Errata to : 0 f,::Wards report for 1920-3O* 


Pago §3 line 14 from top, Jor 798 '' read 79*8 
,3 5j line 21 from top, for “ 737 ’* read ‘‘ 73*7 
„ 7, line 8 from bottom, for “ 989 read ‘‘ 9S*9 ^ . 

„ 32, heading of coiunm 10, read Percentage of collections on 
arrear demand 

„ 47, last line, for ales read ‘‘ sales 

,j 48, column 3, against Akbarpur Sengh estate, for Singh” read 
“ Sengh ”, 

,, 60, column 3, for “ e after ** D in Damodarji estate read a 
,5 53, column 13, agcainst Bijaigarh estate, for 17,58 read 

„ 58, column 9, against Katesar estate, /or 1,97” read ” 1,097 

„ 60, column 3, against Kishori Lali estate, for read 

Lali ”, 

,3 68, column 6, against total Shahjahanpur district, for ** 3,99,14 ” 
read 3,99,154 ^ 

jj 70, column 6, against Bijaigarh estate, read 64,139 
. 76, column 4, against total Sultanpur district, read ” 3,45,328 
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EEPORT Of THE COURT OF WARDS OP THE UNITED 


No. 2017/X— 805-30. 

:FBC>S:|:P' ■ V^'; y.^ ' ' ''^’ ' ^ 

W. CHRISTIE, Esq., m.o., i.o.s., 

Seoketaet, Board of Revenue, 

United Pbovinoes, 

To ■ .: ■ 

The secretary to GOVERNMENT, United Pbovinoes, 

Revenue (A) department. 


Dated Allahabad, May 1, 1931. 


SlE, 


3 . C. 


^raserd : 

Smith, Esq., g.i.e., lo.s. 


I AM directed to submit the annual report on the working of the 

Gourt of Wards of the provinces for the 
year ending on September 30, 1 930. 
Sir^Ralph Oakden, kt., g.s.i., o.b.e., x.o.s., 
continued to hold charge of the department till the close of the year. 

2 . Of the 216 estate accounts due, 97 were received on or before 
December 15, 1930, the due date. One hundred and seven accounts 
were received by the end of January last, while nine reached this office 
in February and three in the second week of March. The last two 
received related to the Mirzapur district. 

The Board hope that district officers and Commissioners will pay 
more attention to the punctual submission of these accounts in future. 

3, During the year fourteen estates with a rent roll of 7*60 lakhs 
were taken over and seven with a rent roll of 

of estates . 04 , lakh were released, thus increasing the 
number under superintendence from 202 to 209, 
At the beginning of the year 29 proposals for assumption of charge 
were pending and an equal number were received during the year. 
Charge was assumed in 14 and refused in 25, thus leaving 19 
cases pending when the year closed; the main ones being (1) 
Shahpiir (Mumffarnagar), |2) ■ Sita ' Rasoi (Sitapur), (3) Pahu (Kae 
Bareli), (4) Dhingwas (Partabgarh), "(5) Surajpiir and (6) Pandey_/ 
Piarey Lai (Bara Banki) estates'in: which inquiries were made, under 
section 9 of the Court of Wards 'Act. ' In the case of nos. (I), (4) and 
(6) charge was assumed after ; the close of the year; proposals were 
dropped in no. (6), while a fresh'iinquiry under section 9 is in progress 
in no. (3), In the Sita^ Easoi; estate no. -;(2)' it has since been decided 


Mumher 
under management. 



that action he deferred for another two years and the management he 
watched carefnlly, 

4. The following statement gives details of the 14 estates of 
Estates taken mder which charge was assumed during the year, 
management. A brief narrative of the two more important 

ones is also given 


District/ 

Name of 
estate. 

Section of 
the Court of 
Wards Act 
under which 
proprietor is 
disqualified. 

1 

i 

1 D.^te of 
assumption 
of charge. 

Annual 

demand 

for 

rent ■ 
and 
sayar. 

Estimated ; 

, , debts 'OH ■ 
the date.'ol ,■ 
assump- 
tion. 

1 


3 

! 

4 

f 

5 

6 







Rs. 

Rs. . 

Meemt) 

** 

Ajudhia Prasad 

S(l)(o) .. 

Decembe 

1929. 

c22, 

18,941 

18,063 



Niaz Muham- 
mad Khan. 

10 

January 

1930, 

. 3, 

9,233 

65,665 



. Dowia . , 

10 

January 

1930. 

10, 

8,412 

, , : ;41,P5 ; 

Baxeilly:;''' 


Ram Sarup .. 

8(1)(«) 

Ditto 

.. 

:;':/'::v8,929v 




Bahwa 

8 (1) (d) (Hi) 
and (iv). 

January 

1930. 

17, 

• 40,152 

2,93,038 



Mojtaba Husain 

'■10: - l.v vV... 

January 

1930. 

28, 

5,763 

79.613 

Dnao 


Pareuda 

10 

February 10, 
1930. 

20,000 

10,000 

Saharanpni: 


Jagdish Prasad 

10 

February 1^, 
1930. 

9,976 

74,710 

Bnltanpor 


Amethi 

8 (1) (d) (Ui) 
and (it)). 

March 

1930. 

7, 

5,71,627 

14,45.160 

B’asrckhabad 

' « '«t' ' 

Bharatendu 

8(1) (a) .. 

March 

1930, 

llj 

34,300 

1,09,607 

Gorakhptii: 

» 9 

Balua 

8 (1) (a) and 
10. 

March 

1930. 

12, 

11,248 

97,623 

Benares 

« fr 

Ayer 

8(1) (a) .. 

May 30, 1930 | 

8,475 

3,000 

Meerut 

m • 

Narain Singh 

10 

July 16, 1930 

6, COO 

27,400 

Aiigarli • ■ 

49 9 

Bara Nadi 

8(l)(c), 10 
and 8 (1) 
(«)• 

August 

1930. 

29, 

1 

9,400 

42,856 


Bahu Bharatendu, the late proprietor of the estate, who was a 
BMratendu estate, prominent rais and Government treasurer, died 
Pannkliabad. ^ in Novemberi 1928. In the interests of his two 
minor sons action was taken by ;th®; Gollec tor under section 14 of the 
Court of Wards Act on NoveniW 23,’ 1928. ' 
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In addition to the zamindari , property; \vMoh' was mismanaged, 
:ihe ' late: propm large number; of shares in various com- 

■panies /and ' also' car,^^ on banking and grain businesses on anex- 
ieiisive 'scale'r.''^ '^ of the estate were complicated and to 

.'pnt.themrighttechnical knowledge' was very essentiaL,.' .The Board, 
realmag 'the; real in. the management, were 'at first diffident , 
to intervene, but at the request of the late; proprietor’s father-in-law, 
Eai Bahadur Lala Sewak Ram of the Punjab, the estate was allowed 
to be retained under section 14, and the family was given a chance to 
close the share investment accounts and the grain business. After 
these transactions were wound up by the relatives of the family, the 
Court of Wards in the interests of the minor proprietors sanctioned the 
assumption of charge of the estate with effect from March 11, 1930. 

During the period the estate remained under section 14 the 
majority of the shares in various companies were sold ; only a few now 
await disposal for want of Letters of Administration which have been 
applied for. All the over-draft accounts were cleared and most of the 
fixed deposits refunded. The grain shop has been closed by clearing 
off the liabilities due against it. A total sum. of 2*21 lakhs (odd) was 
paid on these accounts from the sale of grain and of the shares in com- 

The debts due by the estate have not yet been fully ascertainecL 
Its financial position, however, appears satisfactory. The assets and 
liabilities at the close of the year were estimated at Rs. 1,21,584 and 
Rs. 1,01,608 respectively. 

The rent roll with sayar of the landed property, which consists of 
two entire villages, five mahals and 31 shares, amounts roughly to 
Rs. 34,300. Since the business part of the estate has been almost 
dosed, it ought to be possible to concentrate on its zamindari portion 
and to extend it considerably during superintendence. 

A brief history of the estate is given on pages 96-97 of the Dis« 

Gazetteer. With the exception of a few 
tanror ^ estate, Sui- yiHages in the Mirzapur district;, the bulk of the 
estate is in a compact block comprising nearly the 
whole of the Amethi tahsil and affects the welfare and prosperity of a 
large section of the tenantry in the district. But the estate has long 
been notorious for mis-management. The tenants were heavily oppres- 
sed and suffered many illegal exactions. Agricultural improvements 
benefiting them were entirely neglected and money was squandered 
in useless pursuits. The Raja was also a habitual defaulter in pay- 
ment of land revenue. Such an unsatisfactory state of affairs had 
been engaging the attention of Government since 1915, so when the 
debts due by the taluqdar reached the high figure of 15 lakhs approxi- 
mately, the Deputy Commissioner of Sultaopur was directed by Govern- 
ment in 1929 to institute a fresh inquiry under section 9 of the Goiiit 
of Wards Act, 1912, into the circumstances and indebtedness of Raja 
Bhagwan Bakhsh Singh, the present owner of the estate. As a result 
of this inquiry Government were satisfied that the Raja had entered 
upon a course’ of extra vagance,- -and' that ' his failure without sufficient 
reason to discharge the debts and ■liabilities was likely to lead to the, 
dissipation of the property. ' 'The Raja .was accordingly declared by the 
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Local Government to be incapable ,of managing Ms own property io 
accordance witli the provisions of clauses (d) iiii) and (it;) of sub - 
.. . section of . ..section,. 8 of .the , Act,. and.,c,ha.rg,e of „ the estate,,,, was ass.umed 

by the Court of Wards with eSect.from March 7, 1930. 

The estate consists of 315 whole mahals and 5 shares with a rent 
..roll .amounting to, .Rs» 5,71,627*. The -estimated debt at the time ^ of 
assumption was Es. 14f,45,160, but the subsequent inquiry under section 
17, Court of Wards Act, has proved h to be more. 

5. Seven estates were released from the superintendence of the 
„ , . „ - Court of Wards during the year, as detailed m the 

Estates release^. statement 


Bislrkt. 


.Harae of estate and. . 
■ . date of release. 


Debts Bent 

Year of on roll on 
assnmp- assump- assump* 
tion of tioii of tion of 
charge, charge, charge. 


i; .' ' "GasH. ;, 

Debts^: i , halano.t- ' ..'t'- ■ 

. paid |. .Rent \:and ; ■ . v'.'y 

from : roll on securi- 

surplus release. ties 

. profits. ,i . ,: , made ', 


■.'Mirzapur'';',,-. 

Partabgarh 


y'M'.ainpuri',' 

Meerut';.','^,' 


Bareilly 


Gouda Bijia, November ' 
4,,.1929.V.^ 

Ghhitpala'arh, November 
Ata, March 10, 1930 , , 


1927 8,091 8,011 


8,091 10,722 I 3,058 


1920 38,488 16.013 13,600 I 38,188 j 17,098 


1917 22,648 37,562 


Achalpur, April 10. 1930 f 1908 23,509 7,582 f 


Himanelial Singh, April 
SO, 1930. 

Dharam Singh, May 22, 
1930. 

Balbir Singh, September 
2, 1930. 


1908 24,563 9,427 j 


24,504 41,532 13,131 

; 33,734 8,654 29 

60,793 13337 1,845 

^1,125 9,8ia 


1922 4,027 1,669 2,475 1,020 1,698 | 


1.21,226 


16,076 1,66,336 94,666 j 273T6 


® Decrease due to the retention of the relinquished holdings by the late proprietor as khiidhasht. 
6. Compared with the previous year, the total current rental de- 
„ mand rose from Es. 1,43,25,416 to Rs. 1, '63, 20, 770. 

™ increase is mainly" due to the' assumption 

of charge of new .'estates, including Amethi 
(Sultanpiir) with a rent roll of 5*72' lakhs approximately, 'Conse- 
quent on the failure, of crops, Rs* '2,39,012 was' remitted and Rs. 2,267 ’ 
suspendecL Advance collectio'nsy 'amounted^ to Rs. 1,45,264. ^ wMle 
Bs« 1,38,282 was secured by ' decrees , and , Rs, 6,0.52 by bonds. 
Barring these ^ items,’ the net' recoverable demand amounted tO' 

Rs. 1,47,89,893 of which Rs. 1,39,11,115 ■ or 94*0 per cent, ivas coUeotecl 
' against' 93*4 per, cent* in the 'preceding'' year* 

: . Apart from the abnormal 'fail- in prices,,-; , natural calamities had also 
Meerut dMsiofi an adverse'' effect' in 'Ihis,,' division, with the result- 

. ^ that the- percentage; of collections, after allowing - y 
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for remissions and sxisperisions to^t-he/extent. of 'll:s/:4.7,862' a:^ 1^83#' ; 

'.'resp.ecfciYelyj fell from 82*1 to 75-‘0,- -.which '-waS'/.the'.lo^west in.-the- pro-;' 
vincesf .In D-ebra', .Dim ■ -the-' Sahaspur'' estete 'fared, w.ell and.; sli owed.' 
a . record .percentage of '. .98..' Owing- - to. a; succession 
and .' econo.mie - depre'ssion- .collections in.. . six - estates;.' in ;:.. :S'aliam 
.were^bM^^^ 80 and 89*8' .p,er-- cent, only. In 'tbe premier estate of' 
;.;'.'La;.tt'cl'jiaiira'..tbe. dama locusts and -I’ack-renting by the' 

ex-lessees were also responsible for the poor results. The other- 
two estates (Jagdish Prasad and Niaz Muhammad Khan) realized 
only 76*2 and 71‘3 per cent., respectiYely owing to the usual 
diihculties which hamper collections in the first year of management. 
With tjxe exception of the Bera Sadat estate which maintained its 
standard of cent per cent, collections, the recoveries in the remaining 
eight estates of the Miizaffarnagar district vrere between 67T and 79 8- 
per cent. The very low percentage of 57T in the Jagdish Prasad 
estate, w^hich was the lowest in the division, is also attributed to- 
gross mismanagement and manipulation of records in the pre- 
Court of Wards time, The miserable condition of the district as a 
whole was chiefly due to the series of bad harvests and the damage 
caused by top-borer insects and locusts. In the Meerut district the 
fall in the percentage from 824 to 73 7 was not only due to the seasonal 
calamities but also to the slackness of management. The touring of 
the special manager, who has now been replaced, was very inadequate. 
The realizations in the Bulandshahr district were also far from satis- 
factory, due partljr to the failure of crops and political activities ini 
8ome of the estates, and partly to the inefficiency of the collecting staS 
owing to the lack of proper supervision by the former special manager- 
who was removed during the year. 

The reports from this division generally relate the adverse econo- 
A«Ta division condition of the tenantry consequent on the- 

‘ failure of the monsoon, locust invasion, slump in. 

prices and successive bad years. Compared, however, with the preced- 
ing year, the collections on account of the current demand in the divi- 
sion increased from 3*78 lakhs to 4’57 lakhs and the percentage rose' 
from 76*8 to S04. 

About 11 per cent, of tbe demand against 25 per cent, in the 
previous year was remitted. Agra district suflered^. most, where remis- 
sions amounted to about 44 cent. Next comes Muttra with 18 per 
cent. Rents were also remitted in Aligarh and Etah, chiefly in the? 
Chiranji Lai, Umargarh and Pubra estates. 

Apart from the economic depression, poor results in some cases v/ere 
also due to the slackness of the collecting staff combined with inade- 
quate supervision. Suitable orders have already been passed by the' 
33oarcI while reviewing the. accounts of the estates concerned, and it is- 
hoped better results will be shown during the current year. 

The percentage of collections in the Rohilkhand division was nearly 

Eohilkhand division, the same as b^ore, viz., 89 per cent, against 89-6- 

per cent.' m the previous year, iney were almost 
full in the Keolaria (Bareilly), -.-Q-oyind -Sahai (Moradabad) and Umrao 
Singh (Pilibhit) estates. - In ; -thirteen, -estates the realizations varied. 

■ betwmen 90*2’ and 98*8 per .eent^-, -3. Collections were uniformly good in 
the 'Bareilly-cum-Pilibhit distfiots*;;' There was a slight improvement 



in the Sahespiir-Bilari estate (Moradabad), but a decrease in the Kanth 
•estate of the same district. 

The adverse agricultural conditions along with the economic depres- 
sion are given as the reasons for the poor results in the : Bhahjahanpur : 
■district, specially in the Paraur no.- II\ 'Sber Bahadiir "Singh, 

Singh and Laslikarpur estates. 

There was a general fall in all the estates, in the Bijnor district due 
chiefly to the failure of paddy and sugarcane crops, and the slackness of 
•the collecting staff in some estates* For the latter steps have already 
been taken to effect an improvement, and better results ought to be 
■shown during the current year. 

Kents totalling Rs. 2,057 were remitted, Bareilly alone being res- 
ponsible for Es. 1,268 and Moradabad for Rs 712. 

Due chiefly to the economic depression the divisional percentage of 
collections of the current damand fell from 93*5 
Allahabad division. 2VS, Rents to the extent of Rs. 12,704 and 
Rs, 428 were x'emitted and suspended. Poor results were conspicuous 
m the Farrukhabad district where collections in 8 out of 10 estates 
ranged between 75-3 and 87*6 per cent. In spite of unfavourable 
■conditions the Board consider better results should have been shown. 
In Etawah collections improved in the Partapner estate, but in the 
other two estates there was an appreciable decrease which is ascribed 
to the fall in prices. Realizations in the Oawnpore district were quite 
■satisfactory in all the estates except in those of Daulat Ram and Ashiq 
Husain. Besides the general causes, the progress in the former estate 
was also impeded by the party who has filed a title suit against the 
ward. There TVas a marked" improvement in the collections in the 
Allahabad district. 

Compared with the preceding year the percentage of collections of 
. , the current demand in the Jhansi division rose 

JhauBi ciwision. Excluding the remissions of Rs. 826 in all 

the estates, the results achieved in the Jhansi district were quite satis- 
factory. In the Sikri and Rampura estates (Jalaun), where Rs. 15,166 
.and Rs, 18,851 respectively were remitted owing to drought, the re- 
covery of the balance was almost full. In spite of the remission of 
about 40 per cent, of the demand in the Babu Lai estate (Banda) 
collections were bad. The other two estates in this district also did 
not fare well. These poor results are attributed to the failure of crops 
and to slackness of management. 

The divisional percentage of collections rose from 9i'6 to 97*0 and 
^ . was second in the provinces. 

Out of the 12 estates in the Benares, Ghazipur and Ballia 
'districts which are under one special manager the full demand was 
realized in eight, while in the remaining four collections were not less 
than 98*8 per cent. 

The percentage of collections of the current demand in the Mirzapiir 
■district remained almost the same as in the preceding year. The poor 
' xesult's in the Mahant estate were-'chiefly/due to the chaotic manage- ; 
ment of. the pre-Oourt of Wards ■days,;.' x'’Gqmpared with the preceding 
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year,., the realizations in '.the ■ Bagha estate', were 'hetter^.V' The, c 
in the other ■estates, were'quit.e satisfactory.': 

GoBsidering . the eonditionS'; of- the year collections , in.' the .-Gorakhpur, 

Crorakhpnr division/ though the percentage 
of realizations- of- the current demand fell from 
.. 99*6 to 98 * 7 . The Rasulpiir estate (Azamgarhj maintained its standard 
•of cent, per cent, collections. The straitened ciroiunstances of the 
■tenants consequent on the partial failure of the monsoon account for 
the somewhat low percentage in the Basti district Due to the assump-* 
tion of charge of the Balua estate ( Gorakhpur) during the year^ collec- 
tions were only 96*0 per cent. The realizations in the other two estates 
in this district were quite satisfactory. 

The recovery of rents in all the estates in Sitapiir and Kheri was 

Lucknow division there was a creditable rise in the 

percentage of collections in consequence. But, 
in spite of these better results, the divisional percentage of collections 
remained stationary because the realizations in the other districts 
were much below the standard. Except in the Baliwa estate, the col- 
lections in Rae Bareli varied from 80*1. to 87*4 per cent. Out of the 
four estates in Hardoi, the recoveries in Bliogaitapur and Kakrali were : 
iinsatisfaetory. The same holds good in the case of the Manzoor Ali 
■and Masiid Ali estates in Lucknow, and the Mahmiidabad, Galgallia and 
Behar estates in Unao-. Even allowing a margin for the general fall in 
prices, which is given as the chief cause for the low realizations, the 
Board consider that better results could have been shown had the 
management been more alert, especially in the Hardoi district 

Although the percentage of collections of the current demand in 

Fyzabad division. division fell from 99-7 in the preceding year 

to 98*7, It was still the highest in the provinces. 
'Out of 30 estates, collections were made in full in seven. The results 
■achieved in the remaining estates were satisfactory, and in most cases 
very creditable. Due to the release of the Ata estate (Goncla) during 
:the year realizations were only 83T per cent. Considering it was the 
'■firot year of management of the Amethi estate (Sultanpur) and the 
unismanagement of the pre-Oourt of Wards days, collections at 94 6 per 
cent, were very good. Remissions out of the current demand amounted 

The year was one of recovery after the famine of the preceding year, 

Balrampur estate. exceedingly patifying that it has been 

SO rapid and complete The collections oi the 
.-current demand at 95*4 per cent, against 86-6 per cent, of the previ-ous 
year not only corroborate this, but substantiate that the policy of 
instituting relief works during the famine was sound, and that as a result 
of this the tenants were very little affected. The realizations in the ■ 
portion of the estate lying in the Partabgarh district were 98 9 per cent., 
which was also very satisfactory. ’Remissions to the extent of Rs. 24,198 
-and Rs. 33,241 were made in' t'he' current' and arrear demands respec- 

7, The total payments on account of land revenue, rates and 
cesses, inchidmg those of suspended revenue 
fallihg due'' within 'the year, but not remitted, 

' ^ " " ''amoimt6d''tdR.^^^^^^ ^ ■This 'sum also includes- " 



( 8 ) 


Rs. 17,854 adjusted on acoount of the excess payments made is 
the preceding year. Owing to seasonal calamities land revenue to* 
the extent of Es. 75^413 was remitted and Es. 4,481 siis]3eiided. The* 
incidence of the current demand, excluding Es. 597 paid in excess by a 
few estates, for revenue, rates and cesses, falls at 35*0 per cent, on 
the current rental demand and at 38*5 per cent* on the current rental 
collections. 


A sum of Rs. 4,009 could not be paid by a few estates, specially ia 
the Agra district, for wnant of funds, 

8. Due to the assumption of charge of a number of estates, the- 

totai cost of management increased slightly from 
Management charges. 10.30 lakhs to 16*86 lakhs. It is, however, 
noteworthy that the percentage decreased from 12*8 to 10*6. The 
incidence of cost was under 10 per cent, in 43, between 10 and 15 per 
cent, in 143 and over 15 per cent, in 24 estates. While reviewing the 
annual reports of the estates concerned, the Board have emphasized 
the necessity for economy and directed that the cost of management 
should be reduced to the minimum without impairing efficiency* 

The scheme for replacing ziladars by dehati karinclas'' (honorary- 
workers) worked in certain estates in Miizaffarnagar, Sitapiir and 
Kheri. In the Murarmaii estate (Rae Bareli) it has, however, not- 
proved successful. 

The scheme was originated in Sitapur by Mr, Dunne, the special 
manager, but its applicability to all districts is doubtful and its exten- 
sion to other areas has been held up for the present, 

9, For the sake of more efficient management the Muttra-Agra. 

scheme was transformed into the Agra-i\,ligarb. 
scheme under a special manager with headquar- 
ters at Agra. The estates in Muttra, with the 
portion of the Prem Pratap Singh estate in Aligarh, remained under 
a separate special manager. On the assumption of charge of new 
estates, the special scheme of management w^as also introduced in rhe 
districts of MuzaSarnagar and Mirzapur. The total number of special 
scheme managements thus rose from 24 to 27* 

10 The total charges on the maintenance and education of wards 
and their families amounted to Es 35,27,896 
edSiofoTwards. against Rs, 43,58,618 in the previous year The 
latter figure was swollen on account or the 
marriage expenses of the sixth Maharaj Kumari of Balrampur, In all 
there were 114 wards, including 10 girls, between the ages of 10 and 
21. Eighty-five wards (including 13 below 10 and two adults) were- 
reading in various schools and colleges, while 23 received education' 
privately. ■ Buipees 2,25,859 was spent on the education of wards and. 
Rs, 64,819 on their relations numbering 105. 

Sixteen wards and six relations received ^education at the Colvin- 
Tahiqdars' School, Lucknow, and three wards and three relatives at the- 
Agricultural College, Gawnpore,H6:wett Kahattriya School, Benares, and 
‘ Muslinr 'University j Aligarh. The rest wereAt diflerent institutions., 
The reports on the progre>ss*'made in , their studies were generally 
satisfactory. 'The important, evenfca ^Qf'ythe year ' are^, summarkecit 
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The proprietor of the Shambhn Nafch estate (Allahabad) and one 

."the ' sons'":of: ; the; ';,ward of ■ the. Fateh Chan£i„e8tate, (lliizaffariiagar)'' 
, jassed the ' final LTj.B. examination and, .Joined" the. The,'W,'ard of 
the Bharr Pratap, Singh; estate tBnlandshahr) obtained his B.A. degree. 
The ward of Kashipur and bis- two younger b.rG.t,hers.:;'^ 

■studies in England and did well. Saiyid Sajid Hasain^ ward of 
Kotwara (Klieri'j remained at the Edinburgh Umversity^ which he 
joined last year. The junior ward of the Seth estate (Muttra) stayed 
at Colonel Brown's School, Debra Dun, and his progress was good. 
Saiyid Iqbal Mehdi, the elder ward of the Nehtaiir estate (Bijnor), and 
Saiyid Aijaz Easnl, the proprietor of the Jalalpur estate (Hardoi), 
passed the provincial training class examination for honorary magis- 
trates. The ward of Rampura ( Jalaun) was at the Colvin Taluqdars' 
School under a whole^time tutor, Mr. Vaughan, His illness kept 
him back to begin wuth, but ,.he has now made up the deficiency 
■and is doing quite well The change of institution in the case of 
Bhaiya Suraj Prasad Singh and the appointment of Mr. Gordon 
-as his tutor appear to have produced some beneficial eflect, but 
not as much as was hoped for. The Maharaja of Balrampur was 
under the tutorship of Mr. Chard for the first two months of the 
year, but from December, 1929 Captain N. D. O^Toole was appointed 
tutor-guardian of the Maharaja, who joined the Mayo College, Ajmer, 
in July last. His progress there has been very marked, and the results 
:so far achieved have fully justified the action taken in sending him to 
that} college. The minor ward of the Pipri estate (Bahraich) was 
■admitted to the Queen Mary College, Lahore, where his two sisters 
were reading. The progress made by the great-grandson of the Rani 
of Katesar at the Colvin Taluqdars' School was quite satisfactory* 
The minor ward of the Kuntala Rikh estate (Bijnor^ passed with 
honours his annual examination at the St. Joseph's Gallege, Naini Tab 

Bibi Krishna Kumari, daughter of the Landhaura ward, and 
Miss Bhakti Devi, sister of Prem Pratap Singh (ward), made satis- 
factory progress under the tutorship of Mrs. Sewell, Miss Lakshnii 
Bai and Miss GoshaL The two minor female wards of the Kuntala 
Rikh estate (Bijnor) passed with honours their annual examination at 
the Convent of Jesus and Mary, Mussoorie. Miss Kaniz Zaidi, the 
•sister of the Kotwara ward (Kheri), passed creditably the standard I 
examination of the Gainvillee School, Mussoorie. Mrs. Ciirsetjee held 
charge both of Kisliori Lalli of Shahpur (Gonda) and Lalli Sahiba of 
Kurwar (Sultanpur). Miss Bell looked after the eldest daughter of 
the Raja of Dera (Sultanpur) for a portion of the year. Mrs. Holden 
has recently been appointed governess of the daughter of the third 
Rani of the Qila Partabgarli estate and Mrs. David of the two girls of 
the Dalippur estate in the same, district. 

Of the fourteen wards or ex-wards who were trained in estate - 
management, two' worked as^, honorary assistant managers, _three 
as honorary sarbarahkars and four as ziladars of their estates. The 
rest received training in estate management. Of the honorary workers, 
Thaktir Brijbir Singh ,( ward)' was, ■ put in charge of his whole estate. 
•Ohaiidhari'Siirendra Singh Alhhmudabad (Unao) discharged very 
creditably, the duties of independent assistant manager of his estate. 


The ward of Bahespiir Bilari (Moradabad) joined the Provincial train- 
ing class and after finishing the conrse in March, 1930, ho was appoint- 
ed as an honorary assistant manager ■ of his estate in which he is- 
taking interest. The others took little, or no interest. " 

Bhanwar Yiiveraj Dutt Singh of Oel .showed some zeal in his work, 
as honorary assistant manager, Babii- JKedar Narain Singh, the rever-' 
sioner to Ausanganj, did not unfortunately apply himself to the work, 
satisfactorily. As last year, Raja Jagdambika Pratap Singh of 
Ajodbya could not go out in camp. He received the King’s Gommissioo 
as a 2iicl Lieutenant and was elected to the United Provinces Legis- 
' lative' Gooncil as a member, , , , 

The wards of II estates spent the summer in the hills, the chief of 
them being the Maharaja of Balrampur, the Maharani of Ajodhya and. 
the Rajas of Baraon, Oel and Rampura« 

The health of the wards and of their relations was generally good, 

11. The debts outstanding at the close of the year amounted tO’ 
■n 215*04 lakhs, against 195*93 lakhs in the preced- 

Faymen oi debts. year. Assumption of charge of the Amethi 

estate (Siiltanpur) with liabilities amounting to about 18*33 lakhs is 
mainly responsible for the increase. A sum of 16*70 lakhs was raised 
by loans, 9*26 lakhs being from Court of Wards estates and 7*44 lakhs 
from other sources. Out of this sum debts carrying higher rates of " 
interest were consolidated to the extent of 12*51 lakhs and ceremonies 
absorbed Rs. 69,500, while 2*07 lakhs were utilized on the purchase of 
property and the remainder (1*43 lakhs) on miscellaneous objects. 
Debts repaid during the year amounted to 51*96 lakhs against 36*07 
lakhs in the previous year The former is composed of 12*51 lakhs 
from fresh loans, 7*62 lakhs from the sale of property and 31*93 lakhs- 
from the surplus profits. 

Compared with the preceding year, repayments from the surplus 
profits increased by 10*54 lakhs. 

Dite to the general economic depression affecting collections and. 
sales progress towards the liquidation of debts was in many estates 
retarded, as in a number of cases the liquidation schemes could not be 
worked up to. In some estates, however, lying in the Kheri, Sitapur, 
Hardoi and Moradabad districts, payments were over and above the- 
sums earmarked in the schemes. Due to the reservation of a large sum 
for iagavi advances and the purchase of shares in a village, the amount- 
paid towards the liquidation of debts by the Ajodhia estate was- 
short of the provision in the liquidation scheme, but in excess of the 
budget allotment. The estate is, however, ahead of the scheme- 

Consequent on the property market being dull, as in the preceding 
year, the liquidation of debts continued to cause anxiety to the Board, 
in some of the estates, viz., Sikri" (M6ernt)v'Nagar, Ram Devi (Agra),. 
Thaiwansa (Eae Bareli^, Kakrali < Hardoi) and a few others especially 
in the Farrukhabad district, where liabilities^ have assumed excessive- 
proportions and the, salvation of the estates entirely depends on sales. 



■■•‘Tli.e toial- .expenditure- ^'on. 'various . kinds : of/:; improvements-; 

; :amou,iited to''14'7'l lakhs ■/against\','12^7^^ ia 
Improvemeats..' : the preceding- ".year, . , A„ roughs .classification ^;:is* 

noted below:— 


Bs; 


... ;,;i Bo ad'S .. . . 

Ii'rjgati.on.,:, .r#., ■ .-.'V 

';^''.3/'/ : 'B ^ 

4. AgricuUiirai impro'^'^ements, including farms 

5. Btock breeding 

6. Arboriculture 

7. Original works other than buildings •. 

8. Buildings other than wards* residential buildings 

9. Petty works 

10. Miscellaneous, including tools and plant 


1,20,967 

88,527 

33,779 

1.26,777 

..-"'■62,70A-:. 

10,900 

17,840 

1,12,679 

69,807 

67,377- 


Total 7,11,257 


Construction and repairs of buildings— 


(a) Eesidentiai 

. . ■ . 



.. 2,19,024 

(5) Medical 

m • 

* « 

0 » 

.. 27,336 

(g) Educatioiial 



Total 

.. 21,074 

.. 2,67,434 

Mainte nance and repairs 



« • 

.. S, 34,288 

Establishment 


•• 


.. 1,38,985 



Geako Totau 

.. 14,71.984 


Figures showing the proportion of the profits devoted to agrioui- 
tiiral improvements, irrigation projects, etc., in thoroughly solvent 
estates are given in statement III, The percentage spent "on roads- 
and communications and public buildings was *95. There was a 
further fall of expenditure by Es. 76,310 on buildings other 
than wards' residential buildings’ as compared with the preceding' 
year. It is at the same time worth mentioning that works of public 
utility, vis., roads, irrigation, drinking wells, agricultural improve-* 
ments, etc., received particular attention, expenditure on items 1 to 6^ 
supra being in each case higher than in the previous year. 


13, The thanks of the Board are due to the Director of Agriculture- 

^ ^ for a note on improvements, extracts from which 

. Improvement of o-lvpn • -« 

water-supplvv-/'--:-.. 

“ About 1*5 lakh of rupees was spent during the year under report 
by the Court of Wards estates on the various schemes for increasing 
irrigation resources. This has protected an additional area of about- 
5,000 acres. The reports received. from the district officers show that- 
about 590 wells in all were completed or commenced by the estates at 
a total eost of about Es,' 70,930.,, In addition to this Rs. 17,350 was- 
spent by the estates over the repairs of 225 wells. The estates also^ 
helped their tenantry with cash or wood and material in putting down 
nearly 222 wells, the cost of which may roughly be put at Rs, 20,000, 
The tenants themselves constructed about 85 pa’khi and a few kachcha 
wells at an approximate cost of Rs, ,14,460. The Ajodhia estate in tho‘ 
Fyzabad and Gouda districts "as visual tops the estates in developing 
irrigation resources. Next'Opme'.Ramnagar in the Gouda district and 
Oel in the Kheri district, The/Dera and Shahpur estates in the 
Siiltanpur and Gonda districtsi' respectively have also done good work 
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tHs direction. About Rs, 21,000 was, spent on boring, pumps,; pipes, 
and making of biindhs and tanks, 

A number of solvent estates maintained seed d^pats, wliicli distri- 
Introdiietioa of im- bated improved seeds recommended bf the Agri- 
;proveii seed and ini' cultural department. The tenants of the Ajodhia 
piements. estate purchased about 9,000 maimds of improved' 

sugarcane, wheat and seeds" from the Agrioiiitiiral department 

for sowing purposes. The Court of Wards estates in the Muzafiarnagar 
district jmrchased for sowing and distribution about 1,203 maimds of 
improved seeds. The Sahaspnr-Bilari estate distributed among its 
tenants about 500 maiuids of improved seed. The tenants now under- 
stand the advantages of sowing improved seeds, 

The Meston ploughs are popular among the cultivators. The Court 
■ of Wards and Agricultoral exhibitions have given many improved 
implements to tenants as prizes. Some of the estates encourage the 
use of improved implements by purchasing them and giving them on 
taqavi or hire-purchase system. The Ajodhia estate advanced a large 
Slim of money to the cultivators for the purchase of improved imple- 
',/.,men:ts. ' , . The" .' estate' ; has; also many Persian wheels, chaff cutters and 
A tractor. The Katesar estate has:,a cane -cmsher an.d a rice liulier, : 

Sheri 'district has a cattle-breeding farm 
which is doing useful work. Some of the other 


...Oattie'breeding.; 


estates are realizing the importance of breeding 


. .Miscellaneous, 
provements* 


improved cattle. Breeding bulls and buffaloes are 
'maintained by the estates of Sahaspur-Bilari (Moradabad), Katesar 
(Sitapur), Ausanganj (Ghazipiir) and Dera (Sultanpur). The Ajodhia 
estate maintained as many as 62 bulls obtained from the Cattle-breed- 
ing section of the Agricultural department. Two estates maintain 
-superior rams to improve the local breed of sheep. 

** About 700 acres of land in the Court of Wards estates were 
re-claimed and brought under the plough during 
the year under report. The Kanth estate 
(Moradabad) did well in this direction. 

Tree plantation received adequate attention by the Oel (Kheri), 
Patehchand (Miizaffarnagar), Ausanganj (Ghazipur), Katesar .and Eam- 
.piir Mathura (Sitapiir) and other solvent estates/' 

14. As in the preceding year, some useful work was done in the 
¥iilafie iiulift. Court of Wards villages in the Partabgarh 

* district in co-ordination with the united activi- 

ties of the Oo-operatit"e, Agricultural and ‘Rural E-econstruction 
departments. The **' Better Farming Union ” and the Better Living 
Societies wdiich have been formed there have been concentrating 
their energies on selected villages to make known the use of improved 
■seeds and implements and the advantages of better farming, sanitary 
■surroundings., adult education, physical culture and a brighter life 
generally. Houses were white-washed for the first time in Khajuri 
^ and Pure ’ Ajmer Shah. Three more adult schools were opened 
^ 'bringing the total up to six. A ** Seva Samiti '' was also started % the 
Bishnathganj Society, The Partabgarh' ■■portion of the Balrampur 
■estate is practically maintaining a giris^= school started by the Naurera 
'Co-operative Society.- The estate has also^ .agreed to spend Rs, 450 
'on.-:the construction ’ of ''A .building for; Phe-' school, _ The Court .'of 
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Wards also granted lands for the mstallation of an engine and cane 
: €ru's:lier l&y^''t and for the plantation of 

.. babul .trees: •■by the members of the- ■ co-operative society' at Khajuri^ 

■ which %yonld eventually save ■ most of their cow-dimg for manure 
purposes. Some assistance was also given by the Court of Wards 
towards the district scheme of reclamation of the Pasi community by 
providing land in one of its villages for their residence and agriculture* 

Id Moradabad a number of new drinking wells on sanitary patterns 
were constructed by the Court of Wards for the benefit of the 
tenantry including the depressed classes, v/hile the old wells were 
cleaned and disinfected with permanganate of potash. Insanitary pits 
around the platforms of the drinking wells and those near the '^abadi 
were filled up. Every assistance was given to the Public Health 
department in the construction of rubbish-bins in nine estate villages 
and tenants were persuaded to heap their rubbish in them instead of 
putting it in pits close to the abadi/’ Village schools and village aid 
dispeasaries were opened. .The... : assistant manager-, was." awarded 
sanad by the Public Health department, 

In Sitapur lectures were given to tenants on sanitation, and it 
appears they have now begun to appreciate them, Manure heaps are 
now generally kept out of villages and in spaces allotted for the 
purpose. In some villages there are akharas wdiere village people 
take exercise and pla}?* country games. 

In Murarmau (Ptae Bareli) villages the people were induced to store 
their manure outside the ‘^abadi '' and important drinking wells were 
cleaned and disinfected with permanganate of potash. Besides the 
three villages in which village aid dispensaries were opened previously,, 
one more village, of the estate has been selected for the purpose, A 
pahka drain was constructed and the road metalled in the Bachhrawan 
ba..zar of the Maurawan estate which is under the Village Sanitation 
Act. Fifty rural reconstruction societies were formed in the Dera 
estate (Siiltanpur) and a start has been made in the Balrampur estate, 

A few of the other estates also tried to tackle the problem, biit 
without.much success owing to lack of sufficient funds or the impover- 
ished condition of the tenantry. The Board, however, trust that the 
importance of the subject will not be lost sight of, and as soon as 
conditions become more favourable again every endeavour will be 
made to ameliorate the moral and material condition of the tenants. 

15. The ac«30imts were generally well maintained. Excluding the 
Ranjitganj farm of the Isanagar estate (Kheri) 
which was closed on October I, 1929, there were 
^ ' * ten agricultural farms at the beginning of the 

year. The addition of two farms, one in the AmetM estate (Sultanpur) . 
and the other in the Ajodhia estate (Fyzabad), during the year raised 
the number from 10 to ' 12. ■ The experimental agricultural farm of 
the Daulatpur estate (Bulandshahr) was made over to the ward for 
management, but he took nointerest and failed to maintain any ac- 
counts. Hence there was nO' transabtipn during the year and the' question 
of closing the farm is uadernonslderation. The statement at the end of 
the report shows that four farms 'worked at a profit. Those at Sahespur- 
Belari, (Moradabad) and 'Deochandpur (Ghazipur) showed excellent 
results and the net profits.'earned’by them increased from Es. 243 and 


f > 


■■Es, 373 to Es. 3,135 and Es, 1,860 respectively at the close of the 
.year. ^The Porter agriciilt’aral farm (Katesar) is developing and 
■made a profit of Rs. 1,556 during the year. The Cassels farm main- 
.tainedhyHhe Oel estate (Kheri)'oontinued to work at a loss for want 
of irrigation^ facilities, but arrangements for a water supply from the 
canal have now been made, and it is hoped that the farm will work at a 
profit in future. The loss of Es. 1,084 during the year in the model 
farm at Maharajgaiij (Balrampiir) is attributed to the fall in prices 
of food-stufis, otherwise it has maintained its utility by supplying 
seeds of improved variety. Sir Ralph Oakden and myself visited the, 
farm v^Iiieh has undertaken development works of various kinds. The 
loss incurred by the Bargain and Retwagara farms of the Balrampur 
estate is chiefly due to the slump in prices, while in the rice farm at 
Tulshipur the outbreak of an accidental fire mostly accounts for the 
loss. Since these farms are doing good to the tenantry by populariz;- 
ing new methods of agriculture and by introducing seeds of improved 
varieties, they are benefiting the estates concerned indirectly, and as 
such their working cannot be judged on financial results only, as 
remarked by the Board in the prcoeding report. The ward of the 
Fateh Ohand estate (Muzaffarnagar) has started a farm independent 
of the Court of Wards. His farm crops won a prize and a gold medal 
at the exhibition. 


The cattle-breeding farm in the Oel estate (Kheri) which worked 
at a profit of Rs. 125 up to the end of the previous year showed a loss 
of Es. 462 due to the fall in the price of bulls, otherwise it is doing 
useful work in improving the local breed of cattle. The cattle farm 
at Balrampur, though still a' losing concern, is doing pioneer work to 
improve the various breeds of cattle, and it is probable that the farm 
will have to be carried on for some time as a non-paying concern. 

The only poultry farm is in the Katesar estate (Sitapiir) and it 
worked at a profit. 

The addition of three seed depots during the year increased the 
number from 20 to 23, but those maintained by the Bhan Pratap Singh 
(Buiandshahr), Majhauli (Gorakhpur) and Kotwara (Kheri) estates were 
closed. The statement at the end of the report, therefore, deals with 20 
depdts only. The majority of them worked at a profit. The seed d4p6ts 
of the Phulpiir estate (Allahabad) have since been closed as their utility 
has been greatly diminished on account of the opening of -similar 
depdts by the Agricultural department at all the tahsils of that dist.rict. 

16. Unlike the preceding year, a good deal of work was done in 
the Balrampur estate ; holdings were consolidated 
in seven villages as compared with one in the 
previous year. The tenants of this estate are 
now beginning to realize, though slowly, ■ the value of consolidation 
which is, evident from the fact that the residents of the villages adjoin- 
ing those in which consolidation was efifected have on one or two 
occasions expressed the desire that' their lands be also similarly dealt 
with,, Settlement operations in , the Bahraich and Gooda districts, 
where the bulk of the estate villages.- lie, ’ will, however, retard 
progressior, some time. , , 

' 14 is also satisfactory to note-that iu'.tha-.QM- estatse (Kheri), where 
nO' work^ in ' this direction was'^dbhsiQ^previous^^ special efforts 


Consolidation 

hoMIngs, 


of 



( 15 ) 

''weTe:.:made,resul teing consolidated.: da' siii.taM'e .areas 

■■in. BIX' Yillages'.\ ""; ■ 

' .'. 'As: promised last'year strenuous elForts were made, to persuade tlie 

;."te,naiitB .of ..one sele.cted village of, the Mu rar mail '■estate. (Rae,, Barel 
' .'■to',:agree'..t;0'^ exchange' their holdings, ■ and some ■success,;: was '.achiev.ed, 
; ■■biit;" subseque.ntly withdrew, owing .to eco.nomic de'pression .and the 
influence of outside agitation. 

In the Sitapiir district consolidation was begun in one village of 
the Katesar estate and finished in another, Efforts made in two more 
villages proved abortive. Nothing substantial could he done in other 
■estates in this district owing to (1) opposition of the tenants, (2) lack 
of enthusiasm on the part of the Court of Wards sarbarahkar due to 
intricacy of the problem, and (3) settlement operations. 

The principle underlying the consolidation of holdings was as usual 
"kept in view while resettling or letting out vacated and fallow lands 
in the Sahespur-Bilari and Govind Sahai estates, Moradabad. About 
2,000 bighas in the former and 221 in the latter were allotted to 
tenants in compact areas as far as practicable. But the tenants, due 
to their illiteracy, do not realize the advantages of the scheme and are 
opposed to general consolidation. Some success was also achieved in 
■the Sher Bahadur Singh (Shahjahanpur), Rampura (Jalaun), Bharawan 
^(Hardoi) and Jhandi (Kheri) estates. 

The experiment is being tried in a village of the Qila Partabgarh 
■estate, and if it proves successful it will be extended to a few other 
’villages' chiefly where co-^operative societies exist. Compactness of 
holdings is borne in mind in making new settlement of the parti and 
other lands. 

Complaints have again been made that patwaris adopted a hostile 
attitude towards the movement. This is xinfortiinate and shows a 
lack of control over these subordinate officials. 

With very rare exceptions the reports from the province of Agra 
-and some from Oudh are generally silent on the subject. This is 
disappointing, and the Board take the opportunity of inviting ’the 
attention of all the officials serving under the Court of Wards to 
paragraph 8 of Government resolution no. 1418, dated August 5, 1930, 
on the preceding report, and trust that there will be no departure 
from the present policy of extending consolidation v/herever it is 
practicable and of educating the tenants to its advantage. The task 
is no doubt of an arduous nature beset with many difficulties, but the 
benefits arising out of the compactness of holdings are such as to 
improve the economic condition of the tenantry, and if constant efforts 
.are made it is hoped that the conservatism of the tenantry, -which is 
the main stumbling block in the furtherance of the organization, will 
die out in course of time. 

’ With a view to give further impetus to the movement, the Board 
have, in consultation with the Director of Land Records, decided that 
the patwaris should be held , responsible for making , the necessary 
changes in the khataunis as a result of the consolidation of holdings 
■effected among the tenants, bo .that .the village papers be corrected 
and mutation effected free- of charge. : ' '■ 



■ 17* The total expenditure on educatioB amounted to Es. 1,25,458' 

, against Es, . 1 , 14,474 in the preceding year. In 

Mueation of tenant- addition, Es.' 21,074 was spent on repairs to, and 
construction of,; school buildings. The incidence 
of total expenditure on the total collections of the current demand ' of 
all the estates works out at one per cent. , 

Eaipees S,9S0 was spent on 20 schools entirely maintained by ^tlie 
estates. Aid to other schools amounted to,-Rs. 13,104/; SobscriptioM 
■:- to,.othrer.'educatioBai'.in'stitmtions5 e.g., the^ Canning 'College,: .Liicinow:,.;:; 
■ scholarships, ^ete., absorbed Rs. 1,03,374. . 'Of. the ■ latt er figuire,, Bali’am- „ ; 
;/pur>ccounts; for'/R^^ 54,953, . 

, 0'Ut of 26 boys sentuip by the D.. HigR. Schoob'-Kanth;(Aio:ra4* 

■ abad) ^for .the High Sc'hooi^ examination, : 15; "Were siicce'SsfuL One- 

, ,p..assed in the first divisio secured; a sciiolarsliip of Rs; 16 per;: 
menseirL /' Ten ■ se.liools maintained -by the ■ Eampura ' estate, Jalaun,.,. ; 

■ "Worked: .satisfactorily. Eight upper primary ■ and; lower .primary . scho.ols., ' 
.in-the Eijaigarh" estate' (Mirzapur) continued, to' do; ; well. ■ : Dub. '.to,::the;; 
adverse decision of the High Court in a title suit against the Majhaiili 

:■ estate' (Gorakhpur) tlie proposals tofina:noe^.'the Kaiisha'r''.Kishore,SGhopi'; ■ 
;;.,,:a:t:;Maj&,auli'f and;.' "to^^ uoastruct;' .a new;.. building' for. '' it liave; been ' held'" in'*;' 
■'abey.a'n"ce. . , ■ '' "■ 

;fThe.^''Eatesar estate .(Sitapurj n .2,0:00. to, ;;^ the;'. ' district-: 

';;:bbard.;'';:'fc,r.,'':- ,'36^ 'schools,. including,; one; girls’ s,chooL:..,: 

■..^,Obih'|mle,ory priihary^ ■ introduced. ': "in ;:25(':Sohool's''.;d^ 

estate, but it was not popular with low caste tenants whose children 
have been in the habit of ivorking in the fields and thus earning their 
liveiilicod. All the 22 schools run by the district board in the Oel 
estate (Kheri) are working satisfactorily. Rupees 6,000 was paid to 
the local Arya Kanya Pathshala for building a girls’ school. The 
Sanskrit Patlishala at Kurwar (Sultanpiir) maintained its record of 
'.efficiency* ^ ^ 

A scholarship holder of the Bagha estate (Mirzapur) passed the' 
previous ex.ammatio'n in, the 1st, division, ; 

Thirty-seven students passed the High School examination from the 
Lyall Collegiate vSehool, Balrampur. Among the ex-students, three- 
passed the Intermediate, three the B.A, and one the M,A» examina- 
tions, All the four girls who sat for the lower middle examinatioB- 
were successful. Two of them' passed in the 1st division. 'The schola.r* 
ship holder referred to in the preceding report continued his course- 
of study in England, and another scholar was sent to England at the 

18. The total expenditure on sanitation and medical aid to the 
tenantry amounted to Ks. 2,24,604 against 
Rs, 1,91,211 in the previous year In addition to 
the above Rs. 27,336 was spent on the repairs to, 
aid " construction of, medical ; buildings The percentage of total ^ 
expenditure to total collections of the current demand of-all the estates'- 
•works oil 1} to 1*6, Twenty-five dispensairie.s, -were entirely maintained 
by, 14 estates at a cost* of, -..Es,. ,, 96* 771 .and Es. 5,443 was spent by . 
.J7 estates" on ‘ the free distribution-; of /medicines to their tenantry*. 
Subscriptions ■ amounting /(fe;;(Bs*;.25,909^;‘W giveH" towards medical* : 


Sanitation and medi- 
cal aid to tenantry. 
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institiitions .Mid' dispensaries' and was spent on other medical 
■ohjectsdtlie' expenditure/oB'.sanitati^ being Rs. 625 286. 

' ■ , '. .The. diS'pensaries maintained; by -the -Landhaiira, Eampni-a, Bettiah, 
Majliaiili;..Oel,' Jhandi, Eiirwar.and Qila— Part.abgarh es'tates' coiitiimed ' 
io,' do.iisefiih' work, and 'w very much appreciated by the .public."' .The' 

'au,mber;e.f .patien't indoor.'and -outdoors 'treated ,'d.iiidng 'tlie;^^ 

rose considerably. There was also ■■a''m'ar.ked'iQ.cre.a'Se'in. 'the niimber 
■of major and minor operations performed at these dispensaries. The 
dispensaries were well equipped and as usual were visited by the Civil 
Surgeons concerned several times during the year. 

The Sahespiir Bilari estate spent Es. 2,274 on the upkeep of the 
female dispensary, A large number of outdoor and indoor patients 
were treated and surgical operations performed. The Vaid paid by 
^'...the. Sikii estate (Jalaun).',roDdered ■valua.ble, ..services to the tenantry. 
■The . 'Taidic:.. ■charitable,''. dispensary '. maintained '.by ',the Kaahaiya'L'a'l 
estate (AHahaba:d.)wvorked' w.ell. . 

, 'The /eight male','dispensari'es .and/'one.- .female dispensary ' ma.intairie'd 
..'byThe, Bal.ram.p'ur: estate .'maintainedTheir' record m;,',ever,y''.wa.y'c' 
indoor and 186,112 'Outdoor patients were treated. Major operations 
:.:.were;T®rfo.rme,d';i'^ ■■:New;:'Ope.ratioa' -'rooms' ''were eonstructe'd".- 

■ ..at^'::':th,ej-.:',Tulshipu'r./^^ '■'■ Bazar:'. dispensaries.. h''P:r'opo'saI;s.;fc 

-:''btiil,di"ng, ' new. /dispensaries . in-', the . estate, have,.,, been'.,saii-'G'.tion'e.d-'.by. the,"' 
'Board* ■ ' During^the. year^ t,he' .estate- ■also'-donated.' Rs.. .30.,00'Q. for/further'/'- 
equipment., 'etc.,., ,for'.tbe Balra..m■pur'^'Hospital,.Bucknow.., ^ 

. : The joint ,travelling :,- , .dispensary" '^'maintained by : ' .the . . Ko'.twara;.'.'-and'.':;, 
■certain other estates in the Kheri district continued to work v^'eH. 

The Court of Wards attach great importance to the welfare ■ and 
health of its tenantry. The scheme for maintaining subsidised dispen- 
'.Mries-in the.m'ural' areas, vide Me'dical-department G.,..0. 'n'o.'''.ll4/Y---1-'-?.l,^ 
dated January 18, 1930, has been brought to the notice of the local 
authorities for application to the estates under the Court of Whrrds, and 
it is hoped that the number of dispensaries will increase when normal 
conditions return, 

19. The total subscriptions on other charitable and utility works 

■Otier subscriptions, amounted to Rs. S4,866 against Rs, 1,26,839, or 
• V per cent, of the total collections of the current 
demand of all the estates. The decrease is due to the fact that the 
latter figure included a donation of Es. 30,000 from the AiisanganJ 
■estates (Ghazipur) to the Kashi Anathalaya, Benares. 

The Balrampur estate contributed Es. 5,000 towards the Gokaraa 
Nath Memorial at Lucknow. The Keolaria, Ale Irnranand Sahespiir- 
Belari estates gave the largest donations of Es. 2,000, Rs. 1,500 and 
Rs. 2,000 respectively towards the- new building fund of the Bareilly 
'College. A sum of Es. 460 was, also paid by some of the estates 
towards the_ All-India Thanksgiving Fund in memory of the recovery 
of His Majesty the King-Emperor, 'from his serious illness, which coulS 
not be done last year. The other i main -•..'objects , of, charity were the 
Child-welfare and Maternity 'League, and the Kashi Anathalaya of 
Benares. Subscriptions were also paid 'to the Agra Province Zamin* 


The McDonnell Orphanage at' Balrampur and the poor house at- 
Majliaiili upheld their good records in every way. 

20. The total amount invested by various estates aggregated 

Inveqtmente 14*63 lakhs against 10*22 lakhs in the preceding- 

year. Fourteen estates invested 1’73 lakhs in. 
securities ; while 27 estates purchased landed property worth 4*34- 
lakhsj the chief among the latter being Eampur Mathura (Sitapur) 
1*'72 iakliSj Atisanganj (Ghazipur) 1*0 lakh, Oel (Kheri) Rs. 35,686,. 
Hardoi (Etawah), Rs. 28,120, Galgalha (Unao; Rs. 16,017, and Afzal 
Husain (Kheri) Es. 14,778. Of the 26 estates which assisted others 
hj lending 8*50 lakhs, the Balrampur, Oel and Bhaiya Suraj Prasad 
Singh estates advanced 3*93 lakhs, 1*50 lakhs and *50 lakh respect- 
ively ; the rest lent less than Rs. 50,000 in each case. 

21. The year closed .with a cash balance of 29*71 lakhs to the- 

Closing balance. S® against 33-31 at the end of 

1928-29. Due to poor realizations, the balance in. 
a number of estates was negligible. Owing to unfavourable prospects- 
for the current year some of the estates kept larger reserves, but in 
the majority it was j-ast sufficient to meet the current expenses for tho' 
period v/lien collections are not in progress. Where, how^ever, the- 
case was otherwise, part of the balance has since been utilized in loans« 
to other Court of Wards estates, repayment of debts, etc. 

Five estates had more than half a lakh to their credit. 13*72 
lakhs were advisedly retained in the Balrampur estate to finance the- 
scheme for the electrification of the town and other estate buildings 
and to advance loans to certain estates. Since,however,rentswere- 
coming in very slowly till the end of January last, it appears that a 
major portion of the balance has been encroached upon in defraying 
the ordinary expenses of the estate which are usually high, A larger 
balance in the Ajodhia estate was reserved for taqavi advances and the- 
purchase of shares in a village. A further loan of one lakh is to be- 
ad vanced from the Oel estate to the Katesar estate. Loans from the- 
Rampiira estate have already been sanctioned to other Court of 
Wards estates during the current year. The high balance in the Ala- 
ud-din estate (Meerut) has since been utilized in the redemption of a 
village. 

The Board are satisfied that no money is allowed to remain idle 
without good reasons. " . 

22. Attention was concentrated on consolidating the existing- 

societies rather on starting new ones. * Ten new 
Agricultural banks, societies were, however, organized during the- 

year, raising the total number to 435 in 24 
estates with a working capital of Rs. 5,54,840. Rupees 17,500 were, 
advanced during the year as fixed deposits in, or loans to, district 
co-operative hanks as follows Ausanganj (Ghazipur) Rs, 1,000, 
Majhauli (Gorakhpur) Es. 500, Oel (Kheri) Rs, 13,000, Ajodhya. 
(^yzabad) Rs. 2,000, and Ramnagar (Gonda) Rs* 1,000. 

- With the assistance of the Court- of Wards staff an interesting- 
experiment on a co-operative basis is. 'being' conducted in the Fyzabad 
district. A compact area has ••■been. ; earmarked for intensive work ; ' 
several schools for adults haveybeen-started,. saninaty^ and .agricultural 
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improvemaEts,'. scouting is being introduced and ' 

Persian: wMeis diav Similar, efforts were also inada 

in the Partabgarh district, and the members now feel more respons- 
ibility and the experiment of paying rent by them to the Court of 
Wards through the society is under trial. The Registrar, Co-opera- 
tive Credit Societies, however, points out that during the past three 
years advances to societies have exceeded repayments and that some 
of them are beginning to develop into institutions for show railier 
than for work. The Board agree with the Registrar that repayment 
by means of further borrowing is not a healthy sign, and ifc is hoped 
that this tendency will stop and that things will improve in the near 
future, 

The Balrampur Co-operative Bank continued to flourish with the 
support of the estate, and its affiliated societies earned a profit of 
Rs. 6M62 against Rs. 5,882 in the previous year, though their number 
fell from 100 to 98 as two came under liquidation. Work was concen- 
trated on improving the present societies and in introducing an 
interest in village welfare and the general social and educational 
advance of the people in addition to the normal financial side of the 
work. A small agricultural exhibition was also held at the Debi Patau 

The Oel and Katesar estates in Kheri and Sitapiir respectively 
continued to pay for the supervising staff for the societies, and in the ' 
former estate the re-organization work is nearly complete. In the 
latter, one society went into liquidation and probably two more will 
have to do the same, but five new societies were organized, though they 
could not be registered until the close of the year. The societies 
earned a profit of Rs, 4,063 against Rs. 3,138 in the preceding year. 
Seven village dispensaries were opened and about 200 people treated 
free and some of the well established societies declared a dividend of 
10 per cent, on fully paid up shares, and this helped to popularize the 
movement. An unfortunate feature is, however, that more than 50 
per cent, of the demand was due from members, and this shows the 
monopolization of loans by the members themselves, which is not a 
good sign. 

One of the best societies is in the Basaidih Tikra estate. Its 
activities extend to agricultural and sanitary improvements and the 
popularization of improved seeds and implements as well as the intro- 
duction of the village aid scheme and the distribution of free medi- 
cines, Two * dais ’ were trained in their work. 

The special managei, Dera (Sultanpnr), complains that the prin- 
ciple of co-operation for the sake of mutual benefit is very rarely 
understood by the people concerned and that loans are advanced for 
unauthorized purposes on one pretext or the other. Since this practice 
has an adverse effect on "the financial condition of the tenantry it 
is hoped that the Co-operative department will see that loans are 
granted cautiously and only after a full inquiry as to their necessity. 

In addition to the ten societies in' the Ausanganj estate (Ghazipur),^ 
which are all doing well, the. .'Court of Wards have opened a land 
mortgage bank at Saidpur'in which the Ausanganj estate is. investing 
Rs, 10,000. The Collector has; takeh great care in starting this bank. 
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and it is hoped that it will succeed and its activities and usefulness 
expand. 

The Rampiira estate (Jalaun) helped the Co-operative department 
to organize better living societies, training' of ‘ dais ’ and of teachers in 
first aid. Other districts worthy of mention for the help given to : this 
movement are Moradabad, Etawah, Gorakhpur and Delira Dun;. 
Although it cannot be claimed that the financial condition of the sooieties 
generally was satisfactory, yet those in the Court ■ of Wards ..estates' 
were slightly better off than others, for the repayments in them cons- 
tituted 52*4 per cent, of the total outstanding against a provinGial': 
average of only 40 per cent. For 'this .the interest.' taken, by the 
Court of Wards managers and assistant managers is largely’’ respon- 
sible. Ill the course of time these co-operative societies sliould be the 
nucleus for village uplift activities including agricultural improve- 
ments and consolidation of holdings, and the Board trust that even 
more zeal will be exhibited in' future in promoting the movement,, so as 
to make it really co-operative.'' The Board specially commend' the 
work of the. special managers of Fyzabad, Ghazipiir, Partabgarh, Sita- 
pur and Kheri and the assistant manager of Kanth (Moradabad), 


Condition 

nantry. 


'■23,-' 'The ' Successive ' failures ■ of cro.ps , coupled -.wntb' the ' general' 
economic depression due to the abnormal fall in 
of te- prices seriously uiide.rmined the resources of the 
tenantry in the western part of the province. Else- 
where their condition was generally satisfactory, though not free from 
the effect of the general decline in prices. To alleviate the situation 
rents w^ere either suspended or remitted liberally in many of the 
estates. 


Balrampur and several estates in the Lucknow division and the 
Partabgarh district -were the woist sufferers from epidemics. Health 
officers visited the villages and treated the patients, and medicines 
were freely distributed and drinking wells disinfected. Vaccination, 
inoculation and evacuation were encouraged. Fires also caused serious 
loss in some of the estates in the Saharanpur, Moradabad, Sitapiir and 
Kheri districts. Wood was given'* free to the tenants to rebuild their 
houses. In the Landhaura estate where a portion of a village was 
wholly destroyed a free gift of Es. 7, GOO was made to the tenants. 
Cattle disease was reported from four estates only, but in these a large 
number of cattle succumbed. The locust pest affected some nine estates 
and did considerable damage to the crops. The Court of Wards staff 
co-operated in the anti-lociist measures taken in the districts concerned. 
It is gratifying to note that there w^as no agitation of any serious kind 
in the villages under the Court of Wards. In a few estates,. however, 
where some trouble was anticipated prompt action was taken to nip it 
in the bud. The general good relations between the Court of Wards 
and its tenants were maintained. 

24. The numbers of suits instituted during the year for ejectment, 
. enhancement and arrears of rent were 1,740, 107 

Bent litigation. 4,358 -against 1,087, 400 and 3,602 respectively 

in the preceding year. Miscellaneous, applications including those for 
delivery of possession, applioations;under section 185, Oudh Rent Act 
and suits for correction of village papers, etc,, were also filed by many 
■estates. v -,o;v* :■■■' ' . ■ ^ 
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The considerable fall in the number of enhaocement of rent siiius 
indicates synQpatKeticvmanagement.-, as it- was realize.d that in the present 
■economic conditions enhancements were hardly possible. The rise in 
'the nuixiber of suits for ejectment and arrears of rent was not great 
'Considering' ■;,the -conditions'' of- 'the ■'year. The tenants were treated 
with leniency, and the institution of such cases \¥as mostly confined to 
habitual defaulters, refractory and contumacious tenants. Considering 
the number of estates under the Court of Wards and the size of many 
of them the volume of litigation was not generally high, but in those 
estates where it was, the district officers have already been directed to 
reduce cases to the minimum. 


Litigation was, on the whole, conducted with discretion and success, 
and the policy of keeping it as low as possible without sacrificing the 
interests of the estates in any way continued to be maintained, 

25. Including 790 cases pending from the preceding year, 90 estates 
in 29 districts had to resort to this section in 
nf nf 2,899 cases. The total demand for recover? was 

1*53 lakhs approximately. Of this, only Rs, 75,287 
or 49*0 per cent was realized against 64*2 per cent in the previous year. 
The estates in the Meerut division and in the Aligarh and Gorakhpur 
'districts are mainly responsible for this low percentage. 

The reports show that action under this section was generally taken 
•only against truculent tenants. The Board, however, reiterate their 
-remarks in the preceding report that this section should not be used 
to cover the defects of an incompetent ziladar. 


26. There were 16 suits exceeding Rs, 10,000 in value in which 
rhrii Coiirt of V/aids was involved as plaintiff or 

^ ^ defendant. Of these, 4 were decided wholly 

;and 1 partly in favour of the Court of W"ards, 3 were decided 
■against it^ 1 was compromised and 7 remained pending at the end 
of the year. The declaratory suit for setting aside the previous 
compromise decree brought by Thakur Ram Nath Bux Singh against 
Thakiir Narendra Vikramjit Singh, Thakur Jagdeo Bus Singh and 
Tbakiir Bhan^var Singh, minor ward (Ramgarh Gudariya estate, 
Sitapur) represented by the Court of Wards, which was shown as 
’pending in the preceding report, was dismissed during the jT-ear. The 
suit brought by Rani Gulab Kunwar alias Rani Ohandelan, the Junior 
Rani, against the Rajaiir estate (Etah) claiming half the movable and 
immovable property including the outstanding debts of the late Raja 
was defended by the Court of Wards on the ground of a custom of 
■single heir succession, but was lost and a decree for possession of 
half the property along with Rs, .79,946~8"0 as mesne profits and 
Rs. 5,818-13-0 as costs of the suit was passed in favour of the plaintiff. 
The case of Bhai Mahtab Singh, plaintiff, versus Landhaura estate 
•(Saharaiipiir), defendant, is still pending in the court of the Senior 
Subordinate Judge, Jammu. 

Of the suits which remained undecided at the close of the year 
'the more important ones were:— 

(1) Anancl Bahadur Singh;, plaintiff, .versus ^Urnraigaon estate 
(Bara Banki), defendant— value Rs. 1,00,000. The plaintiff 
claims possession of ; the entire estate and mesne profits 
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on the ground that he is the real reversionary heir of the' 
last holder of the estate and that the minor ward is an 
impostor. , . , - ’ 

(2) Pipri estate, plaintiH,' versus His Highness Maharaja Eana. 

• ... XJdaibhan Singh ofDholpnr, defendant, Bahraich — claim 
valued at Rs. 3,75,000. This suit' has been brought by the 
Court of Wards on behalf of the minor ward, Sardar 
Dal jib Singh, for the recovery of certain property granted 
by Government, which was transferred by the late pro- 
prietor of the estate in the year 1915 to the Maharaiia of 
Dholpur, on the ground that he had no right to do so- 
under the terms of the grant. 

Appeals * — The Court of Wards also appeared as appellant or 
'■respondent in 18 appeals. ^ Of these 7 .. were decided wholly in favour' 
';of the Court of Wards, 2 against it and 9 remained pending at 
the end of the year. The appeals filed by Ohaudhri Balwant Singh, 
of Landhaura (Saharanpiir) against the Collector of Saharanpiir and 
Musammat Earn Kunwar, and by Sheihh Ejaz Ali and others against • 
the' ; ; Balrampur estate ' and ' others,' valued at Rs. 2,00,000 and 
Bs>.. 30,00,0.00 'respeotively^^ were' pending last year, ''have' since*: 
been dismissed with costs. The Rajaur estate (Etah) -which was 
nnsiiccessful as mentioned above in the suit brought by Rani Qiilab- 
Kunwar alias Rani Ohandelan has filed an appeal in the High Court;.. 
the appeal remained pending at the close of the year. The appeals 
filed by Thakur Umrao Singh against the Partapner estate (Etawah)- 
and by Kunwar Anand Singh against the Kashipur estate (Bijnor) 
which were shown pending in the preceding report remained undecided 
by the High Court. 

27. During the year the number of estates the accounts of which:. 

. were subjected to audit increased from 125 to 

Audit of accounts. 234 . The observations made by the Examiner, 

Local Fund Accounts, on the audit operations are stated in brief in 
paragraphs 253 — 275 of the annual report on the working of the* 
Local Audit department for the year 1929-30, published on pages 253 
to 258, Part VIII of the United Provinees Gazette, dated February 
28, 1931. The accounts of Banda, Etah, Fyzabad, Shahjahanpur,. 
Sultanpur (Kurwar) and Unao were unsatisfactory and capable of" 
much improvement, while at Allahabad, Bahraich, Bijnor, Gawnpore, 
Farrukhabad, Gorakhpur, Hardoi, Lucknow, Kheri (other estates^. 
Mainpuii and Bara Banki the accounts kept at Sadr were on the 
whole satisfactory, but those of the mufassil were capable of improve- 
ment and require stricter supervision. In other districts they were- 
generally satisfactory and well maintainedg 

The Sadr accounts at Balrampur were on the whole satisfac- 
torily maintained, but those of the agricultural farms are still capable 
of further improvement and the mufassil accounts are in need of greater 
check and supervision. 

The Board ^are 'again grateful , to' the Examiner, Local Fund 
Accounts* and his staff for the'' card'. 'they -have taken in auditing the- 
accounts. ' The irregularities a;nd\:m'is takes detected have been brought- 
to the notice of the local officers _ ooncerhed’.’ and every effort is being' 
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made ;to.';efFe:ct;a;d by: ■speGial '.and assistant' managers^ 

that :,t .generally ^ may improve aad.^ iiregnlarities' be 

minimised.: 

; of the 'Patiali. estate (Etali) ' acciclentally-. lost , R,s. '1'7 

, ,, , while crossing a etream. ■: Owing to a.theftin:'the 

loss house of Ohaudhri Nabi Jan, ward (then honorary 

assistant-manager) of the; Kakraii estate'^ 
the estate siiiFered a loss of Es. SO on account of his permanent 
advance, the pay of orderly, etc. The amounts in both the cases were 
remitted. 

A ziladar of the Baraon estate (Allahabad) sent through a peon 
Es. 89 for credit into the sub-treasury. The peon absconded with the 
money, but was arrested by the police. He was sentenced to 6 months’' 
rigorous imprisonment and the amount of Es. 89 recovered from his- 
surety. 

As a result of a burglary committed in one of the ziladaris of the 
Kotwara estate (Kheri) the iron safe which contained Es. 1,383 on 
account of rent collections mostly was pilfered. The ziladar w^as 
found to be careless and was ordered to make good the loss which he 
did. An entry was also made in his character roll. 

A sarbarahkar, a ziladar and two peons of the Kashipur estate- 
(Bijnor) were reported to have misappropriated the Court of Wards 
money. They were convicted under sections 409/120, Indian Penal 
Code. 

The Mukhtar-i-am of the Bijnor Court of Wards referred to in the- 
preceding reporii is still absconding. There is little prospect of the 
money being realized as the property owned by him is heavily mort- 
gaged. 

A dacoity was committed in the house of one of the ziladars of the 
Rampura estate (Jalaiin) and Es. 275 on account of collections was 
stolen along with the other property of the ziladar. The police 
investigation showed that a real dacoity did take place and the amount 
was remitted. 

29, It is gratifying to note that the members of these committees- 
. evinced a keener interest in the affairs of the- 
tees C/ommit- estates and their advice was usually sound. 

It is, however, disappointing to notice that 
some of the members in the Allahabad, Azamgarli and Jhansi 
districts took little or no interest. In the last named district 
several meetings had to be adjourned for want of a quorum. The 
Board appreciate the assistance given by the committees in general 
and trust that the members will continue to give that whole-hearted, 
prudent and firm advice which- is to be expected from men of their 
leading position, ample experience and known good sense. 

The following gentlemen have been specially brought to the notice 
of the Board for their keen^ interest and assistance which are acknow- 

Eai Sahib Ohaiibey Badhe, Lai,, Babu Kunj Beliari Lai (Meerut),. 

Raja Siiriya Pal Singh'of Awa, Eai Incler Narain of' Sakit 
- (Etah), Khan Sahib', Saiyid Haider Sultan, Babu Gaindan Lai 


'(Farrukhabad), E-ai Sabib Babii Kanla Knmarj MahteB Rani 
'Babti (Jalaiin), Rai Bahadur Munshi Raj Bahadur Lai and 
' ; ' . Khan Bahadur Muhammad Mustafa Khan (Mirzapur)^ Tha- 
kiir Shambliii Singh (Unao), 'Rai Bahadur Pandit Shyam 
Behari iVIisra and B.abii AT'adh Behari Lai ( Partabgarh)^ Raja 
Sheikh Ejaz Rasul Khan Sahib, 0,SJ., of Jahangirabad (Bara 
Banki). 

The Board regret the death of Kunwar Meharban Singh, a member 
■of the Jhansi District Advisory Committee, which occurred during the 
year. 

30, The Central Advisory Committee was re*organized during the 
year, vide Revenue (A) department notifications 
n Advisory TtfS/I A -379-1924 and 774/IA— 379-1924, 

® dated April 22 and 23, 1930 respectively. One 

meeting of the old committee was held prior to the re«orgo.nization 
and one meeting of the new committee subsequently. It is hoped 
: that' in. its- new form, , which is more representative, the committee 
will be 'of even help than: it, was ' formerly. It is: generally, .con- 

..■suited i.n-' the -'.ino.re .important .matters./eonGerning. the estates .•and its,. 
a,clvi,o:e is of great •importa.nce,. par ticiilarly in such „ matter's; as the'' 
■e€M.,G.atiG.a and ma.r':ria,ges: .'of. wards and-large: sales of:p,roperty.,,' ' 


: During the , year 52 .ii,e.w panchayats "were , establislied : • in the: 

Saliespiir Bilari estate (Moradabacl), while in the 
Panchayats* Govi.iacl Sahai estate in the same district they 

"were formed in 5 villages. Action is being taken 
to get them re-organized under the Village Panchayats Act. Court of 
Wards miiqadclams were, with the consent of tenants, appointed 
paiiches aocl sarpanches of these panchayats which are expected to 
prove helpful to the management. The village paachayat in the 
Hardoi estate, Etawah, is co-operating satisfactorily, while a new one 
has been organized in another village of the same estate. 

As usual the Court of Wards panchayats in the Katesar and Ram- 
pur Mathura estates (Sitapur) kept written records of the decisions 
they made and 504 and 35 disputes respectively were decided orally or 
•dn •writing. .■•• • • 

Fifty-two panchayats formed in the preceding year in the Isanagar, 
Majligain, tJhandi and Kofcwara estates (Kheri) continued to do good 
work. One hundred and two disputes between the tenants were referred 
to them, and their decisions in most cases were accepted by the parties. 
The formation of panchayats is going on in the Dera estate (Sultan- 
pur). 

The number of panchayats in the Balrampur estate rose from 229 
to 244 and a large number of cases were decided by them. Generally 
speaking the panches have worked well and their services have been 
appreciated. The system of immediately removing those members of 
a panchayat whose work is not satisfactory or wdio are indiSerent to 
their duties has resulted in villagers having more confidence in the 
decisions of the panchayats. As is very natural, the members of 
village panchayats know the ** kachcha hal of each case, and the 
.assistance their decisions afford to the estate is of particular value in 
the settlement of domestic troubles and the like. 

' It is a pity that no interest-, was evinced, in-' most of the other estates, 
'though;, the ^ preceding . report .assistant...' 



/.iiianag.ers-tO;dev attention ; to tliey development of pan^ 

ohayats. Since there' .can "be no two opinions about tlie desirability of 
creation of panchayats wliicHare Galculated^* to gO' far ..towards" fostering 
village iini.ty and social improvement.j tIie.'\Board ;'triist that proper 
'"attention .'.will be pa.id to the movement in fii'tnre,. and that their repeat- 
ed instructions on the subject will be followed, 

32. The reports show that the special and assistant managers 
Touring by special were generally more alive to the necessity for 

and assistant mana- touring last year. Credit goes to the special 
managers of Bijnor, Gha 2 :ipur, Gorakhpur^ Sita« 
piir, Oel (Kheri), Fyzabad, Gonda and Kurv/ar (Siiltanpiir) and the 
assistant manager, western division (Balrainpnr), who remained on tour 
between five and six months. Between four and five months were spent 
on tour by the special managers of Etawaii and Allahabad, and the 
assistant managers of Kanth (Moradabad) and Uiiao. Those who 'were 
on tour for less than three months are the special managers of Saharan- 
V piiij Meerut, ..Agra- Giirn- Aligarh, M.iittra, Etah,. Sahespur-Belari.. (Mora"-.., 

. dabad),^ Mirzapiir,' Hardoi,^ Kheri (other estates). aiid;.Bara 
the assistant manager, Lucknow. . '-The Board realize that in some cases 
touring was retarded as a result of transfers made during the year, 
but where it was inadequate without sufficient reasons the officials 
concerned have been directed by the Board, wdiile reviewing the 
accounts of the estates, to be more vigorous in touring and vigilmit in. 
a,upervision. ■ ^ v-'f-': V'';,: ;■;vV^ 

The proprietor of the Mahmudabad estate (Unao) and a .few others- 
who worked as honorary assistant managers also made useful inspec- 
tions. 

33. As a result of the observations made in paragraph 34 of the 

, preceding report requiring district officers to pajr 

more attention to rules 231 to 233 of the Court of 
oyaismciiomceis. ^^ards Manual, the number of offices inspected 

increased from 15 to 18. This is an improvement, but compared with 
the number of the Court of Wards offices in the provinces it is essen- 
tial that more attention should be paid to the rules. The Board,, 
however, realize that in view of the multifarious duties which the- 
district officers are now required to perform, they in some cases have 
not sufficient time to make a thorough inspection of the offices, and 
consequently the Board are considering another system, 

34. Last year’s report showed that the Court of Wards estates. 

^ ^ . had had to be nursed through a year of adverse 

enera . agricultural conditions, but it was thought that, 

with the exception of the western divisions, brighter times were 
ahead. Unfortunately that has not materialized, and in fact the 
reverse has happened. No one foresaw the very serious econo- 
mic conditions which were going to arise last year owing to the almost 
unprecedented fall in the prices of agricultural produce. Natural- 
ly this fall in prices very seriously affected the Court of .^Warcls 
estates, and, coming as if did ' after a lean year generally and a ' 
succession of bad monsoons in the' western districts, the result has 
been very serious. The full 'effect., of this fall in prices was not felt so 
much in' the year under , report/ as it will be in the present year,, 
because it did not begin., to ,',fvkA place until the Mari/ collections 
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■of the year under report had 'almost been' completed. In the 'Agra 
-■and Meerut cliTisioBS the Board are faced with a, most difficult situa- 
tion. Eexnissions had again to be, freely given, particularly in Agra^ 
and owing to the impoverished .state 'of the tenantry and their 
inability to get an economic price for their produce the collections of 
the balance fell considerably. Many of the estates of that area 
were unable to pay even interest charges on their debts, and 
as this has been the case for the last few years in some of the 
Agra estates, they have now been reduced to a state almost of bank- 
ruptcy. The Board are fully awake to the seriousness of the situation 
and have rigidly reduced expenses to the bare minimum and are doing 
all in their power to nurse the estates through the present crisis. 
Much will depend on the time that lapses before economic conditions 
return to normal. These worries and difficulties added considerably 
to the work of Commissioners, district officers and special and assist- 
ant managers ; many of whom again showed marked success in deal- 
ing with the situation. Amongst the Commissioners the Board desire 
■ to . mention .specially Messrs. ■ Stubbs, - Oppenheim, 'W-altonb''©^ 
Brockman and Crosthwaite, and amongst district officers Messrs* 
Bomford, Darwin, Dibie, Nethersole, Pedley, Moss, Cooke, Yislinii 
Sahai and Kamla Kar Dube, The following special managers also 
deserve special mention Messrs. Dunne, Coombs, Rai Bahadur Pandit 
Kashi Nath, Kiinw'ar Jasbir Singh, Khan Sahib Muhammad Nasir, 
'Babu Jhumak Lai, Saiyid Ali Zamin, Eai Bahadur Babu Ram Saran 
Dass, Babu Amar Singh, Eai Bahadur Kunwar Kaushalendra Pratap 
Sahi and Mr J. N. Nagu, and amongst assistant managers Babu Bhogi 
Xal, Thakur Ram Sunclar Singh and- Babu Durga Prasad. 

I have the honour to be, 

Sir, 

Your most obedient servant, 

W. CHRISTIE, M.o., i,o.s., 

Secretary, Board of Revenue^ 

UnUed Provinces. 
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Farm accounts. 


District. I NaDie of farms, 


1 Bulandshahr 

. S , Moradabad, 

3 Gbazipur , * 

4 Sitapur » , 

5 Kheri 

6 Fyzabad . 

f, '.Gonda 

8 Do, 

2 Bo, 

10 Bo. 

M Bo, 

12 Sultanpur , . 


I Kberi ^ *f 

■-2 Gonda 

1 Sitapui: •. 


Agricultural farms* 

Experiiaentai agri- j 

; bultural farm, | 
Baulatpur. . 

Sahesptir Bilari 
agricultural farm. 

Deoohandpur agri- 
cultural farm. 

Porter agricultural 
farm, Kafcesar. 

Oasseis farm, Oel 

Farm of the Raja 
SaMb of Ajodhya. 

Model farm, Bal- 
rampur. 

Demonstration farm 
at Bargain, Bal- 
rampur. 

Demonstration farm 
at Retwagara, 
Balrampur. 

Demonstration farm 
at Balrampur, 

Rice farm, Tulshi- 
pur, Balrampur. 

Kusaba and Dham- 
rawan farms, 
Amethi. 

Gattle’-hrecding 

farms. 

Cattle-breeding 
farm, Oel, 

Cattle-breeding 
farm, Bakam- 
pur. 

PotiUr^ farm* 

Eatesar poultry 
farm- 


Year in 
which 
started. 

Fixed 
capital 
at the 
end of 
the 
year. 

Working 
capita! 
at the 
end o! 
the 

year,.- : ; 

Prodt-. 'Loss iip . 
up to to, the,- ' ' " 
the end '. end of :■ .Eemarks. , ' ■■■■■ 
■of .the V^'the ■ 

■ .year. , -'^'year'.;''::, 


Rs* 

:BS.' 

Es. Rs, 


1928-29 

I 




Mo traiisactiott 
during the 

yearr,'-;;', 

1922-23 

41,690 

2,219 

3,135 '"f'; 


1926-27 

■i 

1 2,044 

' 477 , 

1,860 


1918*19 , 

45,857 

42,447 

.. 54,908 


1926-27 

27,942 

23,686 



1929*30 

1,393 

!'-■ '■'■.543':,' 

.. 

As the work was 
started only 


1916-17 

94,759 

13,119 [ .. 

24,322 

1926-27 

778 

1,683 .. 

1,679 

1926-27 

4,497 

1,364 

1,276 

1926-27 

9,485 

1,608 

i 

1,C66 

1928-29 

6,076 

1,552 

1,382 

1929-30 

314 

\'-.-::753 

92 


three months 
before the close 
of the year the 
expend! t u r e . 
was either of 
capital nature 
or on the 
standing crops 
and purchase 
of bhusa. 
Hence no loss 
or prodt. 


1922-23 2,537 7,509 
1926- 27 1,28468 46,524 


38,062 



Isesial inimical?. 
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Seed dep6t aecQ^uts, 


'■■■■■: ',6 

8 

■:r9: 

11 

M 

:45, 


19 

21 

22 


Wi 


Bisttict, 


Hame oi seed depot; 


M&zaSarBagar; Seed' depot 'Brijuir SiBgli| 
'BiilaiidsliaJir I ■ Ditto Blian. Fratap ' 
Singh. 


Sluttla'" 

liloraclahacl 

Sijahjahaapni'j 

..Filifeliit : ■ », 
Allahabad • 
Bhazif ui • 
Gorakhpur, 
Sitaput 
Do, 

Klieci » 

Bo, ' # 


Fyzabad , 
Gonda * 

Snltanpnr 




■Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto' 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 

Ditto 


■ Seth estate' ^ 
Freni' Fratap- 
„ Singh. 

', Sahespur- ,■ 
Biiari. 

, .Kanth ' , " 
Faiga Gov in d 
Sail a L 

K'dkrawa • • 
Ahsan Ullah 
Khan, ^ 
Unirao Singh 
Fhulpnr ^ 
AnsanganJ 
Majhanli 
Katesar 
Bampnr Ma- 
thura. 

Oel 

Kotwara 


Ditto Ajodhya . . 
Ditto Alahatajganj 
BaUampur. 
Ditto Bamhagar 
Ditto Kurwar 
Ditto Dheman Dera 


Ditto ' Dera 


Year in 
which . 
started. 

' Fixed 
capital 
at the 
end of 
the year. 

Working 
capital 
at the 
end of 
the yea,!*. 

Proht 
up to the 
end' of ' 
'the year. 


Es. 

■ , Es.;. . 

Es., 

■ 1923-24 : 

* . 

568 

, 311^ 

1923*24 

♦ * 



^ .192:6*27 ' 

845 

997 

331 

■ M926:.27 

639 

1,200 

473 

' ; :i924'-2:5;: ; 

■ :2,278 

298 

562 

1926-27 ' 

241 

603 

« . 

1924-25 

490 

3 

136 

* ^1923-24 : 

■■■■1,592 

Si 

651 

1928-29 

■ '2,098, 



1929-30 ; 

[, ;1,326,' 

47 


1924-25 

\ 2, d15 

71 

« . 

1920*21 

■ * * , 1 

1,041 

1,817 

1922-23 


• . 

« • . 

1920-21 

i 

2,821 

13,071 

1924-25 

I 667 

293 

145 

1923-24 

10,925 1 

1,623 

2,095 

1926-27 

i ■ 



1929-30 

693 

'1,2,87 


j 1926-27 

18,971 

3,239 

m »' 

1 . : ■ 

1929-30 

343 

649 


1928-29 


862 

■# »" 

Established 

5,061 

2,893 

*• 

25 years ago 
by the pro- 
prietor. 
Ditto 

4,371 

2,079 



Dos»', ■': 
■uptoAhe 
end of 
the year. 


Es. 


377 


277 

■ 627 
1,33A 


d37 

1,226 

220 

468 

;v:s^4l4'' 


3,164 



I'^BAm'arksv-' 


IThere was- 
I ' no trail's*^ 

I ; action F ' 
during ths' 
year . , The 
depdt has- 
sinoe heeii 
■nlosed,.;., 


I Closed ' V 
' during* 
the year#.,. 


S'eed. ddpdl- 
•clQ''Se'd ■ ■■ 

during 
the year. 
There was 
no trans*^ 
action. 


f : , J, STATEMENTS. 

PaSS-SotATEMBOT /: .. ■: ■:; ■.: : 

i:||. -/STAT ;....v,^ 

Jif.B.—Tha names of estates taken ovet during the yeas are priutad in italics in the statementa and 
;:|5(those of estates relaased dating the year in small capitals, , . ^ 


Act XiX signifies Act XIX of 1873* 
Act XYII ,» Act X VII of 1876 

Act III „ Act III of 1S99* 

Act I\ is Act XV tif 1918-' 


y 
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STATl 


;^,;pec0ipts,' 


Hame and class ! 
; of estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor* 


0^3' 

m -tf » 

3 , 'jSi S, © .■ 


!i oiar K„„ ,sw,.„A=> 

(| ( Smgh(6). IV. ) 

I Total, Dehra Dun 3,198 

'district.' 

f Landhaura (a), Second Lieutenant §iOjActIV,. 1,775 

1923, Chaudhri Balwa'iit . 

Singh. 

Bam Kunwar Ghaudhrain Bam § 10^ Act lY . • | 2,376 

(a), 1925, Kunwar. * 

: : :Bhaga {n),l928 1 Musam'mat'Bhaga...,.^: '''§ , 10, Aet lY.,..J . , ..896 
f Musammat Jaimala 'i 

V- Y;:: V, ' J'' 

Janeshwar DasJ Musammat Chando } | 8(1) (5), Act 23,940 

.,.,: (a),:1928.. , ..: ■.vKunwar.". ; . f IV. ., , ' 

Musammat Bhag- | 


Ohaudhci Jawahir § 9, Act III 


12,108 98*0 I 278 liQO'O 


12108 98-0 


:,'278:;;i00*0',.,: 


1,775 1,89,226 87*2 | 7,411 j 17-4 


%,y\ . . U wati Kunwar. 

I I Jasmaur (a), j Bana Inder Singh 


i 1923. 5 * Eani Kasturi Devi. . y Act I\ j. 

i Maighan Mas- C Bana Kartar Singh } „ ' ^ 

I ra (A), 1929. I Bana Lai Singh .. j ^ 

IJagdish Pr&sad Lala Jagdish Prasad §10, ActlY.. 

! (A), 1930. 

f Nidi! '‘Miiham- Bao Niaz Muham- § 10, Act I Y .. 

[ mad Khan (a), mad Khan^ 
ll 1980. _ 

i Total, Saharanpur «. 4 

I i district. 

' I Musammat Kaniz § 8(6), Act III ^ 

i Fatima, sister of 

? late ward Akhtar 

i Husain. 

Musammat Saghir § 46(1), Act lY 
Fatima. 

Musammat Umal- § 10, Act lY .. 
bani. 

Bora Sadat Zahur Haider, 14 ) 


and 1925. 


Musammat Zahur I \ 


Fatima, 12 years. 

Aijaz Haider, 10 
years. 

Musammat Kaniz 
Fatima, widow of 
late ward Akhtar 
Husain. 

Aiusammat Qamar- 
^ iinnisa, 6 years. 


S- § 8(1) (a), Act 
{ lY. 


§ 10, Act lY 


I 1 1 Aiusammat Qamar- § 8(1) (a), Act 

i I I unnisa, 6 years. (lY). 

Brijbir Singh Bri|bir Singh, 19 § 8(1) (aX Act 
(d), 1914. years. ly, 

Muzadar Ali Khan Bahadur § 10, Act lY.. 
Khe.n (A), Saiyid MuzaSar 1 

i- ■ ' ' „■ ■ >1926. , Aii Khan*-. ' " ' . 


11,937 I 83*5 


;.740 


5,635 i B7"6.'J;,';> ; ; 


18,172 80*0 1 2,648 58*8 


36,916 82“ 3 3,414 71*1 


6,040 89*8 


5,662 71*3 


249 14*8 


2,77,962 85*2 14,636 24*4 


2,461 100*0 


8,547 69*3 2,049 45*0. 
42,648 68*2 9,994 42*9 


' (fl)Diea_anting the year ttnder report and Ws share retained under seotioa 45(1). Act 

:• - ‘ Died in thejreoediog ^year.and sacoession to hiS' share, which was retained under 

' ^ ^ Jh©' close -ol the year under report, 


lY. 

section 45(1), 






(^) Etipfe.esi. S,859 Iroia sales and Bs. 8T,000 from loans* 
(fj Bnpees 8t,043 froai sales and Bs, 40,009 from loans* ^ 
4^) Enpees 19,607 from, sales* , 

(h ) Edpes S|OO0 from loans, ' vr • ’ '■ '■ * N ^ 

(t| BnpeslJOtOOOfeom sab^i ' ■*'' ? - 








Oharges. 





other receipts. 

"o 

B 

Government de- 
mand. 

Management, 

Percentage of ma- 
nagement charges 
on gross income. 

o 

« 

© 

S| 

Igl 

S3 ^ V ' 

■3ii-ci g, 
c8 © > 

i 

.a 

■: «T3' , ■ 

«+-i . 

■ ■ ■ , o ■ 

' ■ : ■ 

' da 

a 

CLf 

1 

B 

>' 

o 

iU 

JS.* 

a 

■ 

Investments. 

. 

m. 

g 

© 

■ a 

■ "e 

' ^ 

'i 

. *3' : . 

■4S> ■ 

' ■ B 

a ^ 

,S ^ ' 

; «3 

... : O 

a 

■■ 

o 

11 

12 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

f,/: Be. 

Es» 

Rs, 

Rs, 


'■■R.s*' : 

Rs. 

. 

Rs. 

■Rs,' 

Es. 

.'Es,.'. 

Rs* 

8,240 

15,626:: 

1,694 

1,596 

12-7 

3,741 

3,084 

8,199 

•• 

792 

14,106 

4J18 

3,240 

15,626 

1,694 

,'";::1,596 

."12 *7;: 

8,741 

8,084 

8,199 


792 

14,106 

4,718 ’ 

(e)l,00,825 

-2,97,462 : 

S7,172 

26,610 

12*9, 

40,340 

68,082 

14,214 

47,000 

:-.i3,'876:',' 

2,92,300 

' 6,987 

2,920 

15,697 

4,123 

-1,693 

12*7 

'■''8,361: 

' '■"* . 

1,363 


:':;.2,279" 

17,819 


144 

5,792 

2,512 

827 

14*2 

, 2,513: 

630 

29 


,108::' 

6,614 

74 

(/)1,28,854 

1,49,600 

9,870 

2,773 

12*4 

; 2,019 

1,55,082 

■ 

684 


2,785 



(9)28,395 

63,725 

9,293 

i6,14S 

15*1 

11,880 

24,006 

3,376 

18,800 

::2,S48 

■ : 75,851 '■ 

5^884 


6,791 

2,580 

1,240 

18*2 

1,200 

519 

78 


:'7:3"j 

6,690 

1,353 


4,658 

686 

682 

14*7 

600 


■■■ • • ■ 


w.:\ 


2,760 

(h)Bm 

8,788 

3,865 

1,266 

:,21‘9 

: 1,575 

. . 

39 


: ;.:-279„j 

:''\":,/'7,024, 

1,764 

2,59,884 

6,52,482 

1,19,601 

41,239 

13‘5 

68,494 

2,48,319 

19,783 

65,800 

: 21.773 

5,79,900 

19,271 

• » * ' 

f - ■ ■ 

2,461 

1,116 

178 

7‘2 

1,022 ! 

! 


1 


■■, “■" 

i , 

: ' : . 2,480 ^ 

91 

1,278 

11,874 

' • ! 

6*043 

' 1,259 

10*9 

1 


1 


U3S' 

li,947 


((^1,22,542 

1,75,184 

37,963; 

. , j 

6,768 

' 12*3 

12,082 jl, 21, 041' 

, .1,113 

* • 

8,054 

1,82,021 
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STATE 




Name and class 
of estate and 
year of asiiimp* 
‘tioa of charge* 


Phulmati Devi 
(g), 1927* 
Msi Bam (c), 
1927, <. 

Jagdish Prasad 
(c), 1929, 

Alya Begam (-^j 
1929. 

Fateh ‘ f‘ Chand 
(A), 1929. 

( 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case of 
minor. 




Mehdi 

Khan 

1929, 


Mi 

(A), 


f 

Sardhana (a), 
1895 and 
various years ^ 
fiubsagnently# 


Jiwan Sahal (n)J 
19l|, 

’ Band Hr Bmgk'^ 

, ' (a>), 1916, 
AhdnilahpurfB) 
1$U. 

DHABAM'BiKGH I 

:> (»),1924*. -• ,j 
, 'j^ahar' ' ^ingh 
'■-(n), 1925*.. '::: 


® o ® C3 y © 

ISS’^p 

« ll § “ s 

.fl- p 5^ S' 

.2 ® °'=’ 

IS M o . m 

'O -O) ^ eg fT3 ■ Ss 

w fl "o rt ® 

S 2 '“ dS-- 
S « § S J 

S *-> © pj ® 
^ rCj O rJa W 


Mnsammat Phul- 
mati Devi. 

Lala- Tulsi Bam 

Jagdish Prasad, 13 
years* 

Musammat Alya 
Begum 

Laia Fateh Ohand 


Khan, 

Saiyid Shaukat Ali 
Khan. 

Musammat Fatima 
Begum (a). 

Musammat Alya Be-| 
gum* 

Baiyid Amir AU |] 
Khan, 9 years. 

Saiyid VYazir Ali 
Khan, 7 years* 

Saiyid Shabbir Ali 
Khan, 6 years* 


HIO, Act IV* « 


Saiyid Shabbar Ali 
Khan, 3 years. 


§8(1) (a), Act 
IV 


© . 
o 
,S 
«s 


O 


5 ■■ 

1 

6 

7 

’ 8 

1 ^ 

§10, Act IV .. 

Bs* 

Rs. 


Ks, 

318 

5,297 

79*8 

566 

§10, Act IV .. 

1,701 

9,327 

62*8 

1,706 

§8(1) (a), Act 
IV. 

201 I 

12,568 

57*1 

5,355 

§10. Act IV .. 

168 i 

8,912 

69*5 

2,987 

§ 10 Act IV .. 

186 : 

23,330 

, , 

1 

' 64*1 

4,281 


!J 


)• 4,983 


Total, Muzaiiamagaci 
district. 

Musammat Nausha- 
ba Begum. 

Saiyid Imam Ali 
Shah. 

Saiyid Israit Aii 
Shah* 

Saiyid Mazatar Ali 
8hah 

diwan Sahai, 20 
years*' ' ’ 

y^dhisthir Singh, 19' 
years'. ^ , '• 

Saiyid Asghar Hu- 
sain* 


d;d]iki:'ing ye^r of i 


Bharam Singh, 
Boop'iingH 20yeai:s| 


§8(5), Act III 
§9. Act III .* 

*§42 (i), Act 

in* 

. § S (1) (a), Act 
IV* 

§8 (1)(<J), Act 

s tv*,,' 

1(10), Act IV 


H, Act 



,-Abl: 


J 


17,491 


M 

OS ^ q 

« S 
o SI ® 

• r-S J3 'TJ 
O 43 

o . 


® 

o 

1a® " 
0? 


O no 

^i! 

I © 9 ' 

d -S 
3 


© © 


i © 
g § 

o <s 

03 

a 0*2 

o _ H, 

’13 "3 « 

“ B a 

,2 § § 

•3 

o 


41,831 66' 1 


1 


4,804 


1,54,926 


64,026 : 78*8 


380' ' 

"9*030 

81*6 

391 

66'9 

665 , 

770 , 

64*0 

IS 

24*0 

l,S3l 

, ' i\iQl 

67*3 

1 , 

' 618 

20-0 

282 

m 

« 

! ,* * 

*. 

783 

1,588" 

,61*2' 

! ’ •• 



7.037 


84,374 


5,697 


1 9 
*2 « 
i g *43 o 

2 © % 

R 

10 


84*8 

40*2 

52-0 

47*9 

31*8 


© ' 


29*3 


38* 


51*0 



uadek section of'' the Qohrtrol ’Wa^i^Uot* 
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■■ Charges. > ;; r";;,:'' ' 

Oshec receipts. 

'I"'";:':'''.' 

43 

O 

rS 

:44»;^ " : 

SJ K! 

■ P. ' S 

§ a 

c5 

■:■■:... ■d. 

■■'■[: '■• ■^■^ d 

^[:: ■'■''■'■■ E ■"■"" 

1 ■ ^ 

■1.: ■■■.. «!■■". 

J. ^ 

III 

o-S 5 

■'O -t,T* *m 

» a" . 

i " 
« a £ 

0 o 1 

M _ 

01 d c 

Mainteuanco and 
education of 
wards. 

tn 

•■■.■■ (»■■ 

ns ■ 

■ 'o'. 

■+a 

■ ■ s 

g 

& 

a* 

■■r: ■■ Cfi 

■+» 

d 

<D 

B 

<a 

o 

S.4 

■ P» 

s 

w 

m 

•*» 

0 

ff? 

a 

■ *a' ■ 

m 

o 

p.. 

d 

>-( 

1 ' ■ m 
€ 

' §, ■■ 

'© 

i 

'cS 

■ . ■ , :4.» 

P 

B 

■;[■ s-§;V::>: 

r 1 ^ 

1 .J'S 

i §5 


12 , 


14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

j- 22 

.,'''0.; 'V-Rg;',.:'. 

Bsv "' 

Rs. 

Bs. 


Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 



4944 

2,-i64 

655 

11-0 

1,533 

1,408 

11 


305 

1 6,171 i 91 

52»'c56 

()3,2ai 

4,725 

1.441 

12*8 

2,188 

53,957 

1,617 

»• 

341 

64,169 

i 

1 . 820 

1,589 

19,497 

'l; ■■■,9,066 

1,969 

■■:"io -2 

4,948 

312 

1,330 

■■':.■■■■■ 

i 

j 1,782 

19,407 

[ 291 

14090 

25,989 

8,264 

906 



15,620 

8 

■■' ■' 

:/;::;42^a: 

‘•‘f.: 25,226 

I 981 

2,111 

29,722 

15,856 

■3,856: 

11*3 

7,200 

1,010 

231 


' 1,696 

29.,349 

5£9 

";: :2,298':' 

' 52,086 

' ! 

32,976 

' 

5,848 

11-3 

3,331 

■■"■"'■■..■.■■’ i 

8,549 

■■ 

42 

1 

! 

I 

i 

•• 

3,177 

■'■^^■■^■■^'^^■■':1 

53,923 

3,151 

1,96,245 

3,86.045 

1,18,278 

22,380 

11-1 

35,804 ‘ 

2,01,892’ 

4,765 j 


12,079 

8,94,698 

8,848 ' 

({1)22,240 

92p7G3 j 

1 '■''■•■■' ■'! 

48,098 

7,9-‘0 

9’2 

8.129 

8,065 

i 

156 ‘ 

- 

22,603 

95,001, 

2,266' ■, 

8,127 

12,548 j 

7/279 '1 

! 

1,323 

12* e 

3,932 

« « 


■ 275 

278 

12,252 


273 

• 1,061 ^ 

, 740 

181 j 

12' 3 ■ 

748 


lillfp 

. >9 « 

13 

• 1,63'2 


' 742 

16.767 

8,010 

2,198 * 

13*1 

2,40Cr 



♦ » 

785 

13,393 

5,205 


151" 

87 

124" ■ 


26 



.. 

196 

433 


237 

' 

' , 1*825 

1,105 



256 • 

V. ' 'I 

X4‘6 

■ .',860.'-; 

128 . 

sii'Si 

. • 1. ' , ■ 

208 , 

2»557, 



{&) Bu|es©8'"'''6’(|pOi upm’ 


( 84 ) 


STATE 



Eeoaipt! 


Hardeo Prasad 


Hasdeo Pra- 
sad, (a), 1928. 

Masuti (d), 
1927. 

Sikri (a), 1928 

Ala-nd-dm (a), 
1929. 

Azia Fatma 
(A), 1928. 

Dcwsa (a), 1928 

Pa r matma 
Hand (a), 
1929. 


dagsooran Siagh,- 

14 years. 

Sheikh Nizam* 

.iiddia. 

Sheikh Ala-nd-dia- 


Masammat Aziz 
Fatima. 

(«) Musammat Ka- 
uiz Fatma. 
Parmatma Hand . , 


I Ohaiidhari Kehar 
I Singh. 

I Ohaudhri Mahabir 
Singh. 

Chandhri 
Singh. 

Ohaudhri 
Singh. 

Ajit Singh, 18 years 
Sumer Singh, 16 years 
Hamer Singh, 13 years 
Lala Ganga Prasad, 
19 years. 

Laia Earn Kishau 
Dass, 8 years. 

Lala Shib Oharan 
Dass, 4 years. 

Total Mearut dis- 
trict 

Eajendrapal Singh 
Jagdishpal Singh, 
21 years. 

Bhanpratap Singh, 
21 years. 

I Akhtar Muhammad 
I Khan. 

i Musammat Sultan 
1 23amani Begum. 

I Musammat Bilas 
I Kunwar. 

: ^Musammat Ohanda 
I Kunwar (b). 

I Musammat Ameer 
Begam. 

; Mahendrajit Singh, 

: 17 years. 

[ Musammat Fatima 
I Begam. 

I Total, Bulandshahr 
district. 

' Total, Meerut divi- 
sion. 


Dowla 

1930. 


Gajraj 


Narain 


Narain Singh 
(A), 1930. 


H8{l)(<x), Act 


Ajudhia Fra- 
md{k), 1929, 


14,779 


1,69,037 


§ Act IV.. 
§ 8(1) (a), Act 
■ IV. 

i8(l}{a), Act 


Kuchesar (a), 3 
1912. I 
Bhanpratap 
Singh (0), 
1920, 

Daulatpur (c), ( 
1920 and i ■ 
1928. / 

Thamman C 
Singh (c), < 

1923. ( 

Khanpur (c), 

1924. 

Kuchesar no. 11 
(A), 1925.# 


§10, Act IV,. 

§8(l)(c«), Act 
IV, 

§10, Act lY,. 


Fatima Begum 
(A), 1927, 


1,34,302 ' 7,72,875 


[tt) DM during the year And her share retained under section 45(1) of the Oourt of, 
[&)'Diedduting the lear' under report, ^ 


Name and class | 
o£ estate and 
year oi 
assumption 0! 
charge. 

Name of pcopriefeor 
and age in case 
of minor. 

- .sw trS ' S3i '■ 

S S i*33 g ^ 

■g P.S g ° 

0 0'^ 0 

M ^ a g eS § 
n'^ a S'g a 

®l's * §S J 
I’lJgJ.SS 

3 

4 



22,325 

39*1 

86,892 

84*0 


6 

7 

Es. 

Es. 

2,388 

5,582 

G34 

2,073 

18,845 

17,181 

869 

10,085 

1,509 

1,691 

1,062 

9,407 

44 

7,248 


6,911 

1 

1 

}■ .. 

1 

! 

341 


16,646 



MINT I— (eowfiwwci). 


Charges. 


1,07,853 6,762 | 2,361 j 12‘2 ' 3,271 i 94,091 1,296 


55, 30^^ 30,614 I 8 , 057 | 14*7 j 9,874 1,306 2,195 | 


{«) Eiipees 83,452 from sales. v 

(5)‘Ri2peea80,00Oii:om loans*'"- > > 

H Eiipe'es 6,600 Irojoa loans and Rst 1,689 from’ sales, ' 
j Ineludes Bs. 10,000 received as dowry with, the ward% hride* 

{#) , Enpees 4,629 imm sales and Bs. 8,854' from realmationoi dooreed doMSi 



STATE 


HsfcBie aBd class 
of estate and 
year of 
assumption 
of charge. 


Kamo of proprietor 
and age m case 
cf minor. 


§ 8(1)(«), 

IV. 

§ 8(l){a}, 
IV. 

§ S(l);a). 
IV. 

§ 8(l)(a) 


Sri Niwas Prasad, 

13 5’-6ars, 

Bajrang Bahadur 
Singh, 10 years. 

Bao Bagbuvendra 
Pratap Singh, 14 
y; years. , 

Thakur Eohani 
Ramandhwaj 


Ohiranji 
(G), 1919. 


10,4)1 


Bhagwati 
. ■.'Prasad 
1924. 
Bajgarhi 


15,870 


"Blswan 

1929. 


Prasad Singhj 19 
years. 

Thakur Ganesh 

Singh. 

Thakur Krishna Pal 
■ Singh. 

Thakur JugenJra 
Fal SingU, 14 years. 

Total, Aligarh district , 

Munshi Janki Prasad: 

; Munshi -Avadh 

Behari Lai. I 

Munshi Yadav Kun- ' 
war, 18 years. 

Munshi . Hanuman 

Prasad, 15 years, 

Manshi Mahabir 

Prasad, 8 years. 

Munshi Avadesh 


§8(l)(c), Act 
XY. 

§ 10, Act IV .. 
§8(l}(fl). Act 


Bara Nadii 
(A), 1930. j 


§ 10, Act lY 


Nagar 

1924, 


§ 10, Act lY 


Ram Devi (a), 
1924. 


I §10, Act lY 
§ 8(l)(c), Ao 
IV. 

§S(l)(r0* ^0 

lY. 

§ 10, Act lY . 

§ 8(l)(ci), Ao 
lY. 

§ 8(l){u). Ac 


Bawania 

1927. 


Lala Raghunandan 
.Lai, 

Lala Jagnandan 
Lai, 18 years. 


Lala Bishambhar 
Dayal. 

Lala Satya Oharan 
Lala Brijindcapal 
Singh, 19 years^ 
Lala Surajpal Singh, 
14 years, 

■Lala Ram Sarup .. 
Musiimmut Udai 
Kmwar* . / , _ 

T0talr,"Ag»dis|Eki ' 


§ 10, Act lY 


Bishambhar 
Dayal (a), 
■ , 1926. ' ' 


§8(l){a), Act 


§10, Act lY 


ilii 






Escaipts 

o 6 • h 

^ S:S rt3 

o ^ ^ 

s ° a ( 

I .11^ J 

"1 

• o ^ .. 

O' ■ . ■ ■ ■*“ 

If w 

3 52! • 

4 d 

^ ^ § 

» O 

>Ota S 

a ':g 

3 '42 

o-A w 

Collections on ac- 
count of arrear 
demand » 

) Percentage of 

7 

8 

9 

Rs. 

23,711 ; 

73' 4, 

Rs. 

5,537 

20,406 1 
i 

8i'':i 

1,617 

24,149 j 

77*9 

8,278 

*23.551 1 

' ■ . ■ ■ ■: ! 
"■ ' ' ' " ■ 

57*3 

i2,LS7 

1 

■ \ 

237 

■ 6-2 

1 

93,174 


28.#:: 




7 :1,10S 

65*9 

113 

, '1 

8 2,177 

00 

25 

1 8,U8 

73*4 

916 



6’ • 

16 8,638 

'68*9 

1,004 




r2 ‘ 18,036 


-‘2,068 


( 37 ) 



MENT I — {continued) 


1,423 kl,539 1%412 5,891 28*2 j ' ,4,7891 , .100 


• .'/5 
c2 <D . 
a tsD a; 
fl S-t , C2 
c3 a 

i.„,i <n O 

O Q o 

© 

W) 5 02 

C3 

a a 2 
s a®” 

w « Pi 

© a o 
a-t 

Maintenance and 
education of 

tvards. 

■ yj'- i 

43 ■ .-1 

. ■O' ■ 

, fxS.. 

O' 

4» 

a 

© 

a 

c3 . 

1 

m : 

■ "S ' 

' ■ © .■■ ■ 

B 

03 

P- 

O 

P4 

a 

Investments, 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 


Es. 

: EsV.' ■ 

Bs. 

Bs, 

11*2 

8,024 

■ ■ 4,049:: 

434 


11*9 

1,488 

*• 

3,746 

12,380 



8,960 

789 

.. 

;i2*6,' ^ 

10,258 

16 


23,000 

1; 

171 

•• 



11*9 

24,913 

8,025 

1 

4,919 

40,330 




{ §8 ) 



STATE 


Receipts. 


Name and class 
ol estate and 
yeai: of 

assumption of 
1 charge. 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


f Sadabad. i 
1906. 

Mnsammat 
Wali-un- 
misa: : ,(i 
1909. 


Kunwar Itmad AH 
Khan. 

Saiyid Azam AJi. . - 
Mnsammat Bani 
Fatipea. 


r Seth Alatbnra Das, ^ 

Seth (B), 1919 ) seth^Bhagwan Das ( 
( 9 years. / 

Prem Pratap Babii Prem Pratap 
Singh (b), bingh, 18 yeai-H (a) 

1924. 


Total, Muttra districtj 


^ Himanchal 'v Thakur Shankcr § 45(1), Act 

) i Sims (c)i ( Baksh Singh, 

1908 AKr>( Thakur Ghanshiam § 46(1), Act 

i 192S, ) I Singh. 

Total, Mainpuri dis- 
trict. 

- ' p". ■■■■■:■■ , . . - ■ ..:•■■■ ■ ■ ' ■ ' ■ ■ ■ ■ ‘ 

f AcHAifPUB (c), Ram Pratap Singh, §8(fl), Act 
I 1908 AND 20 years. III. 

; wij. 

' Umargarh (b), Rao Brijendrapal § 10, Act lY . , 

, ' 1912, 1924 Singh. 

I and 1929, 

’ Eampur (d), Rani Kishnn Knnwar §8(1)(6), Act 

! 1916. lY, 

^Ka,sg£.n 3 (b),( S 10. Act IV . , 

itoa } Musammat Sabsukh § 45(1), Act 

’ C Kunwar, IV. 

f Thakur Pratap Singh '\ 

I Thakur Hukum j 
Singh. i j 

Govind Singh I Thakur Nauratan 1 t r m r^r 
(c), 1921. 1 Singh. hUO. Act, I/., 

I Thakur Nawab Singh | 

^ j : Thakur Jagmohan j 
'L| Singh. j 

Piibra (d), 1922; Raj Bahadur, 21 §8(l)(<ft), Act 

I years. IY» 

Eajaur(A)^ 1922i Rani ^ Bhagwan ’ § 3(l)(b),' Act 
Kunwar. , lY. 

( Musammat .'Govind T ' 

Patiali. piyari, 19,;,yea£S, I §8(l){a), Act 

I 1923. 1 1 Musammat Godavri, | ,IY. ' 

' C '16 vears, - 


174 6,858 94*7 


f2>) Correct age. 


MENT I — {oontinued''. 


{ 39 ) 


Charges. 


3 a « 

Co a 

i o xj 2 o, 

S,° .H n 


2 oi' 2 , \ ■«:/. 


.^\ S' 

■* j cS' O) >■,: 


14 i 15 I 16 17 18 


'.Bs.:-: vr rvEs;: 


Rs. Es. Rs. 


(j)13,878 j 41,374 I 18,243 6,005 17*9 14,920 2,438' 325- 


2,416 %0B6\ 6,377 1,044 ! 14*9 i 2,005 


(/£)26,009 76,127 j 10,870 | 9,31X | 15-4 30„095 l'-6 l-i,476 


(2)45,126 I 95,734 | 29,829 7,855 | 10* o 19,954 80 | 7,204 


21 ! 21 


Rs. j Rs. Bs. 

2,166 I 44,097 5.S24 


295 ; 8,967 217 


11,395 j 74,302 13,199 


4,682 I 69,604 | 39,608 ■ 


'' S7i42Q:', ;:,..2,25,320' ■64,319 ; ,24.215 : '13; 8 , 66,974- , ■ ■.2,674 ^ : 20,250 ■ ... -Y ,, 18,588 ■ , ^Vl, 90,970 ' ■5B:,8489 


427 8,211 j 4,140 I 1,225 | .. | 2,516 


427 8,211 4,140 1,225 


1,619 5.607 1 2,285 ^ 707 17*8 


2,516 I .. 


779' 1,557 


3,821 33,771 ! 18,695 1 3,383 11 ’2 9,061 1,322 


2,276 22.784 [ 10,869 2,404 j 10*6 j 8,490 


(m)6,323 I 61,285 U 27,330 1 4,742 8*2 4,447 17,201 


181 8,588 I 2,520 629 7*3 3,959 2,989 179 


i 1,971 9,852 .. 


1,971 i 9,852 


310 i 5,656 


1,206 33.861 484 


949 23,144 I 1,070 


3j686 j 57,798 i 3,077 


154 8,430 I 253 


(?j)10,059 29,894 j 11.908 3,143 14*7 6,049 .. ■ ' 320 j 

(0)25,154 83,119 j 35,985 6,8-0 10*2 26,114 2,908 ,1,545' 

■293 7,435 3,966 1,119 15*2' 2,156.,.' " '25 


320 I 6.000 80S 28,228 | 4,637 


12,216 85,618 


302 1 7,568 


(I) Rupees 74^3 realisation of interest and dividends, Rs. 2,190 from recovery of debts and 

Rs. 12,97SfroihsaIeoi.'geondties7l. .-1,^ ^ , 

(^;Enpees 5,946 Irbm reiwvwy,.ol deWs and Rs. 10,067 .torn sals of Government bonds. 


I V !Vi - 1 i“ . I * 




STATS 


f^nd' closss 
of estate and 
year of 
assumption of 
I charge. 


Kai’danli (d), 


Keolaria (c), 
1911 and 
1919. 


Indac Sahai 
(B), 1914 

and 1925. 

Brij Mohan 
Lai (c), 
191S and 
1921. 


Balbie Sikg-h 
(0), 1922 

AND 1927. 


Bbim Singh 
(A), 1927. 


Bund Baba- 
due (o) 
1929. 


.’■ft 



W ^4 irrt CO » 53 
<33 O m CS ^ <23 
reJ ■** ?rj ^ 2 <35 ' 

AS 

vfl 

d 

Receipts. 

j ITazne of proprietor 

g g 

g 2 c-'is ^ J 

,0 P4_C0 g C5 

■ hW, 

O 

CD 

;■ Q .. . 

■■ ^ ' A' ■' 

® 3^0 

O 

0 y ' 

O, S <0 

M « 

O ^ 1 o o . 

e 1 -c 

s a ! I 

and age in case 
i of minor. 

iw and sec 
which the 
has been 
or a decla 
been made 
intendency 
retained. 

c8 

a 

,XJ y ■ 

O 

03 

c3 ^ 

CtJ'.' 

a 

^ ffl 

§ O "S 

rii; o CD . 

75 ,d', u 

S ° S' 

iaO 'Cn <1, 
d . £3 rrt' 

, ' 

© t? *3 ■ 

2 J 2- 

S . i 

1 

ll a j 

o 05 1 
'o ! 

a) ^ B 

a .'O' 3 

® 05 o 
© 

Sm ■ 'O U ■ ■■ 



. o 

6 

^ 1 

O 

© o d 

4 

5 

6 

7 . 

8 1 

9 

10 



Rs. 

Es. 


, E,s. , 


Thakur Vikrama- 

1 

T 





ditya Singb, 20 







years, 

Thakur Mabendra 

!§8(l)(a), Act 
f IV. 

397 

1 . 

6,089 

92’0 

S67 

57 '9 

Siagb> 18 years, 
Thaknr Surendra 

1 

J 






Singh, 15 years. 
Mxisammat Ganesb 

§ 10, Act IV 

J 





Kumari. 

Mnsamnaat Kamla 

§8(lXa)> Act 

2,561 

8,664 

91 -0 

363 

23-3 

Devi, 7 years. 

lY. 






Total, Etab district 

- 

12,864 

2,11,421, 

86-6 

11,769 

64’S 

Total, Agra division 


89,446 

4,36,635 

80*4 

47,507 

52 \S 

( Musammat Isfiazni 

§ 8(6), Act in 

) 





} Begam. 

i 3,307 

20,865 

99 '8 

. . 


( Mnsammat Anwari 

§ 10, AotIV.. 





Begam. 

MuQsbi Ohatnr 

§ 10, Act IV.. 

l,r.96 

17,621 

95*1 

900 

7G*4 

Bahadur. 






r Mukat Bibari LaL. 

j§10, Act IV.. 

1 99 





1 Preni Bibari Lai .. 

7,992 

94-1 

407 

61*9 

( Phui Ghand 

§ 45(1), Act 

) 





IV. 






( Balbir Singh 
; Balram Singb, 17 

§ 10, Act IV.. 

]■ 24 

2,048 

95*4 

56 

82*3 

) years. 

C§8(l){a), Act 

) 





( Balwant Singh, 8 

i IV. 






years. 







( Eai Bahadur Munski 

1 §10, ActiV.. 

i 





] Bbim Singb. 

\ 2,275 

22,381 

98-8 

106 

?3*G 

( Shankar Singh, 11 

§8(l}(a), Act 

3 





years. 

IV. 






t Sbamsber Bahadur, 

< 15 years, 

( Tegh** Bahadur, 10 

h8(l)(a), Act 

5 

115 

3,347 

90*2 

439 

48*7 

years. 







Krishna Gopal, 7 

■ §8(l){a), Act 

. « 

5,773 

92*8 

524 

39*6 

years , 

IV. 






Total, Bareilly dis- , 
trict. 

• - 

. 7,416 

80,027 

96*8 

2,482 

66*9 


ME NT I — (continued), 


Charges. 


Other receipts. 

Total. 

t3 

■'./a''.' ■ 

^ ' p, , '■ 

': : (S) 

O 

43 

©■ 

s 

■',<35' 

5l0 

■ .C3' ■ ' ' ■ 

' -fl". 

ti 

« S3 

■eg.©. . 

, p 
<+- X! o 

;0': O O 
: CD 42> -2 

'■^Si 

s 

i sd 
^/avo 

Maintenance and I 
education of 1 
wards. i 

j m 

■. ■ 
'riO ■ 

• © . 

-13 ■■■ . 

. O' 

. .'''-(Ja 
■ P- 

;.CD 

B 

^ ' 

P.4 

■ ,■■■.♦ 

: CO .■ 

-tsi 

a 

■ <a ■; 

■ o ■ 

u 

'-■p* 

1 

Investments. 

Miscellaneous. 

<S 

'.'O ■■. 

,■:■■■ B';" 

Cash balance at; 
end of year. 


. 12 

13 

14 


16 

17 

18 

1 

20 

21 

22 



Hs. 

Bs. 


Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Bs. 

f i 57;:; 

11,813 

2,776 

1,064 

15*8 

9:'a,3S0-:; 

5,464 

182 


1,157 


287' 

3,924 

12,951 

3,051 

1,223 

11*9 

838 

327 


;/c5,600:;^ 

.2j42d,. 


1,313 

59,007 

2,82,197 

1.19,985 

25,264 

. 'i0:-7 ' 

01,228 

31,768 

■ ... .■■..; ■. . ' ■ 

3,473 

■■ ■„ 

11,500 

23,212 

2,76,425 

18,086 

2,19,140 

7,28,312 

2,04,022 

72,030 

12*6 

1,60,415 

42/'67 

28,744 

51,830 

58,777 

6,78,985 

1,38,773 

4,560 

■■ 

9,934 

'.2,280 

10*3 

8,553 


1,027 


2,979 

24,773 

3,959 

529 

19,050 

9.2.'7 

I,S.)3 

9*5, 

■ 

5,105 

. ■■1,632 ■! 

547 


320 

18,634 

2,012 

1,683 

10,082 

8,254 

973 

IV B '■ 

2,436 

'N ■■2',7S3 ; 

100 


279 

9,830 


■ . 43 

'2,147 

1,104 

192 

■ :9;0 , 

1 816 

:9' 

36 



23 

2,171 

•• 

1,C91 

23,578 

1 

9,302 ‘1 

2,768 

12"2 

7,146 

2,040 

980 

•* 

1,464 

23,700 

2,158 

(a)i0,143 

13,929 

1,609 ; 



620 


20 

1,400 

565 

13,79] 

263 

321 

, 

6,618 

872 1 

620 

9*4 

878 

- 

30 

- 

659 

■ 8,059 


' 18,370 

1,00,829 

35,302 

. ,1 

‘ SjOSd “ 

30-6 

25,554 


, *2,704 

1,400 

6,289 

95,968 

; 

12,287- 


(a) Bupeas iMOtxom loaus'and Ba; 4i’107-tcoia sales. 


'B>OMmimki^i)>—{G0niiuued). . ! m 1 BivisioB- 


STATE 


( 42 ) 


iHame and class 
of estate and 
year of 
assumption o! 
charge; 


Q 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case , 
of minor. 


Ale Imran (c)^ 
192 i. 

Jasjit Singh 
(c), 19U. 


Nehtanr (c), 
1921 


Kashipur (a), S 
1925. ^ 

Jaswant Bikh 
(a), 1928 . 


,c3 

^ J 
c3 . 

U * 


Kuntaia Hikb*{ 
( 0 ), 1928 . I 


I 

Ram Singh ‘ ‘ 
(A), 1929 . 


Mujtaba 
sam (a), 1930. 


Sahespur Belari 
(A), 1916 , 
Govind Sahai 
( 0 ), 1917 and 
1919 . . 

Kanth (a), 1925 


Saiyid Ale Imran.. 


Kunwar Jasji tSingh, 
15 yers-rs. 

Husammat Kaniz 
Hasnain. 

Saiyid Iqbal Ivlehdi 

Alusammat ISek 
Akhtar, 

Saiyid Naunihai 
Mehdi, 16 years. 

Baj Kumar Hari 
Ohand Raj Singh, 
15 years, 

Kunwar Jaswant 
Bikh. 

K*rani Kuntaia 
Rikh. 

Monica Augustina, 
15 years. 

Ranjit Ronald, 
14 years. 

RamoJa Gertrude, 
12 years. 

Dennis Dal jit, 10 
years (n). 

Kunwar Ram Singh 

Kunwar Sheo Ma* 
hendra Kunwar 
Singh, 8 years, 

S. Mujtaba Husain 


Total, Bijuor dis- 
trict. 


Raja Jagafe Kumar, 
19 years, 

Nanak Sahai, 15 
years. 


.. ,554 JM res EO 

■SS 2 ^ 

g 2 Cl'S 

O'.'O 

.,-.5 g.c 

; o; CC 


A a 

en 

D 

® tn 
O rQ 


I o 


.ffl'.'O , 

rX3 V 
fl n8 

^ ^.s 

‘S 

© +3 ,+3 

2 ^ 

,£5; -»-» U 


Chaudrain 

Kunwar. 


Jamna 


§ 8 (l)(c), x\cfc 
lY. 

§S(l){a), Act 

1 

! 

}.§ 10, Act IV.. 

4s(1)(£j), Act 
IV. 

§8(l)(a), Aot 
IV. 


§10, Aot IV .. 
§10, Act IV .. 


JS(l)(a), Act 
r IV. 


§ 8(l)(d){j). Aot 
IV. 

§ S(l)(nj), Act 
IV. 


g 10 , Aot IV 


Total, Moradabad, 
district. , , 



Receipts 


i 

o g 

^ , cg„ 

a 


... tti ... 

g-g « 
* o 2 

© o w 


i O g 

O Cl ® 
! O 
! ® a 

i W ys w 

' cs Cl ® 
! *3 O ^ 


i O o 

' 'cS '«■' 


! ® 
I O 


I o ’ 


O O 
© © 


>. 2,506 

I 

I 

J 

(6)10,145 

5,491 

1 

j 

I 

i 

I 

I 

}- 2,826 

I 

1 

J 

1 

1 

! 

j 


§ 8 ( 1 K^), Act 

lY. 

§ 8 { 1 )(«), Act 
IV. 

§ 10 , Act XV . . 


40,411 


86,356 

2,832 

39,946 


1 , 29,134 


«3 © 

a ^ 

O d 

§ 

G ^ d 

553 ■■ 

© § I 

- o-r? 

O . ■ 


O 

© a 
150 o . 

' : SO nc. 

if fl Cl 
3 . O' ^ 

© -c;' ® 
S o « 

s §.§ 



8 

9 

10 

Ri. ’ 


Rs. 


17,774 

87*1 

512 

22*0 

29,969 

S 9'3 ' 

582 

16*6 

16,712 

86*4 

697 

53‘1 

1 , 00,354 

85*1 

: 

1 

3,716 

13-8 

25,434 

90*8 

1,630 

20*2 

35 , 11:3 

88 '* 3 

1,356 

t 

27*4 

■■ ! 

12,280 

89*8 

I - 

1,914 ^ 

68*2 

2,074 

85*4 

59 

35*5 

2 , 39,760 

86*9 

10,466 

20*9 

2 , 27,652 

91*0 

• 11,969 

33*6 

38,090 

99*7 

19 

62*7 

93,525 

? i 

.'■.GO 

' 5,622 

38*8 

3,64267 

90*5 

’ 17,500 

S 8-6 




MENT l^(contmued)i 


Charges 


28,905 4,00,082 | 40,931 


1,31,352 5,13,119 1,26,586 52,649 12^2 1,98,225 ,61,257 ■, 62,830 34,407 39,758 -5,75,718 ! 66,585 


{d) .R-ti|}ees .3,004 from recovery of debts and Es. 5,061, .from realisation of decreed debts* 
X/j BGpae®. 9,100 from loans and Bs, 5,458 reoovared from, decrees, - 
'(g) Btipees 70,000 from loans^ 4,158, from sales 'and Bs^ 12447 from reooTeries of debts. 

'(h) Enpees 1,901 from sales/ ■ . 

(i) 'Bnpees 50,000 from loans* 


B>OBiJLKaikiSD--{co7itimied), I I Division 



STATE 


Receipts 


Hame and class 
of estate and 
year of 

assiimptioa of 
< charge. 


Hame of proprietor 
and age in ease 
of minor. 


G8*9 i,425 ; 52 '7 


Mnsaiumat Gulab 
Kunwar.'. ' 

Eaghuraj Singh . . 
JogiaJ Singh 
Eachchu Singh 


I Khera Baje- 
.| hr a (c), 

I 1917, 1022 

1 and 1924. 


§ 10, Act IV 


17,119 


Baldeo ^ § 10, Act IV 


Thaknr 

Singh, 


Kak ra'c^'a 
1920. 

Sheo iSTarayan i hlieo Naravaii Mi.sr 
Misra (b), I 
1924. i 


27,064 I 92*1 1,954 : 49*1 


6,043 


§ 10, Act IV 


§ 10, Act IV 


ri Thakur Sher Baba- 
| | dur Siugb* 1 

1 Thaknr OhatrapaJ I 

Jl.nV."®-''- . 1 l-ilO.AotlV 

•i j Thaknr Netrapal f 

I i Singh 

ilnsammat Bahab I 
I Kunwar. J 


729 I 18,136 79*2 , 5,445 66*9 


^ AInhammad Ahsan 1 | 1 

t§8(l)(«),Act 11,600| 16,212 1 S5- 6 3,747 4T-1 

j Alnsammat Umme ! IV. 

[ Aiman, 15 years, j 

.Tjala^Kishod Lai 5 

Lala Aluriidhar .. (§xo, ActIV*. 861 8,484 97*6 494 44*5 

Lala Kailash Prasad C 
Laia Bishan Prasad ) 

Kalvan Mai Ma Kalyau Mai . . §10, Act IV.. 962 6,048 SI'S 420 89-8 

(C), 1928, . ^ . r, , • N 

' r Musammat Dalan ^ 

Briipal Singh) Kunwar. C § 10, Act IV . . 8,370 15,380 67-1 5,930 42-9 

('A.f 1928. } Aiusammat Kawab t 

^ ' ( Kunwar. ) 


Kapur Nag] a 
(a), 1928. 


.f\ Thaknr Puran Smgh \ ^ jy.. 

\ Thaknr Gajraj Singh K , 

'j I Thaknr Laiji Singh, , § 8(1) Act 
(j 8 years. 1"^* 


Lashkarpur 
(a), 1928. 


30,075 1 1 32,820 82*4 24,310 50*2 


Total, Shah jahanpnr 
district. , . 





43,186 


v04B,315 


79,586 


2,815 


(j)7S,8.30 


38,226 


3,11,018 


11,782 


l,Tl,C18' 


33,186 


1,62,039 


18,375 


3,19,169 


70.653 


(<7) Eupees 14,240. fcom sales.? 

(h) Ettpees. 6,760 hdm 'reobveties of ioieresfe. 

(i) Biipees 42,500 frdin Ibaxis. . 

(/) Bspees' 75,000 fEom loans. ■ 


MENT l—(eonH'imed% 


Oharges. 


23,869 

51,797 

6,288 

98,260 

' 7,051 


22,760 

1,357 

1,213 

2,250 


S =! O 


BSV,:, 

12,088 

7,0SB 

24,743 

45,758 

10,174 


Bs. 

204 

;i,767;: 

1307 

4,245 

1,085 


23,507 


1,651 


6,359 

431 

4,709 

(^;}U„942 


''"I'vBS,". ; 

12,604 

8,0-18 

24,148 

43,960 

9,810 


24,429 


13*8 

9 * 5 

11*4 

10-0 

9-2 


11*8 


Bs. 

1,754 

978 

2,042 

7,894 

3,493 


2,963 


6,412 


Bs, 

2,237 

■2,088^ 

9,952 

12,679 

4,011 


11,493 


8,877 

3,787 

2,766 

10,720 

2,043 


■■■Bs.: ■■ 

892 

768 

2,257 

3,128 

894 


2,873 


2,170 


7.376 

1,743 

8,602 

20,937 

1,172 

4,707 


(J^j)14,670 


34,529 

52,293 

6,549 

97,140 

,5j669- 


2,746 

156 

100 

500 

18 


::1,491 

1,0S5 

820 

515 


1,S05 


150 


1,359 



STATE 


Hame aad class 
of estate and ' 
' year of 
I assunix^tion 
of charge* 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case' ' ■ 
of minor. 


f Thakur Sureiidra 
j Bikram Banjit 

Jatpnra : j? Shah 

1910, 1913 \ Thaknr Bndhindra 
and 1927, | Bikram Eaniit 

I Shah, 19 years. 

( Mnsammat Man- 
Umrao SinghA dodri Kunwar. 

(g), 1926. } Thaknc Mnninclra- 

C pal Shah, 10 years. 
Debi Pratab Singh, 
19 years. 

Sewa Singh . Sheo Buksh Singh, 
(d), 1927, I 15 years. 

Mnsammat Raghu- 
, raj Kunwar. 

Total, Pilibhit dis- 
.triot, 

Total, Robiikhand 
division. 

Lachhmi Na- ( Suraj Natayan, 
rayan (c), ^ 

1923, / Narayan, 

V. 17 years. 

Muhammad Khan Bahadur 
Sultan (c), Saiyid Muham* 

1926. mad Sultan. 

Purshotam Lala Purshotam 
Narayan (a), Narayan- 

1927. 

Mustafa Khan Saiyid Muhammad 
(a), 1927, Mustafa Khan. 

f Mnsammat Jannat- 
1 unnisa. 

1 Saiyid Zahoo rtii 
j Hasan, 

j Saiyid Na>jmul 
I Plasan. 

Mohtida Saiyid Mohtida 

Khan (a), Khan, 

1929. 

Ashraf Jahan 
(a), 3929, 

All , Hasan 

Khan (a), 

1929, 

Arjunpur no. I Thakur Bishnath 
(o). 1916(a). Singh. 

( Babu Ramesh 

Bharatendtif i Chandra, 7 years 

(A), 1930. 1 Babu Mahesh 

' ( - Chandra, 4 years/ . 


§8(l)(a), Act IV 


§8(1)(6), Act IV 
§8(l)(a), Act IV 

/§8(l){a), Act 


34,629 


1,477 1 43 


8,51,503 


56,185 35*6 


2,15,309 


21,711 


1,425 36*6 


C Ac 

S 

§10, Act IV 


1,415 60‘0 


17,938 


2,015 


4,082 60*8 


55,408 


§10, Act IV 


15,138 


§10, Act IV 


1,561 


Jannatun- 

nisa 

1929. 


21,792 


J* §10, Act IV 


§10, Act IV 


Ivlnsammat Ashraf 
Jahau Begam, 
Saiyid Ali Hasan 
■ Khan. 


§10, Act IV 


57,447 82*7 


§10, Act XV 


1,450 ' 17,644 I 85*4 


§10, Act IV 


15,623 j 92 ‘7 j 4,153 33*7 


Total, ’ Parrnkhabad '■ .. 31,724 2,31,889 85*6 16,464 41*8 

--dis trict.',/ i-;: . ' ' V 

' (a) 'Tran~sferi.ed/tem the Mainpuri district 


i - ' 





MENT l^-iconlinued) 


: (s) Rupees 10,809„fj:oin sales and Bs." 1,80,200 from loans. 

(Ji) Rupees 1 ,093 itoint inteiest aM diTidenSs, Es. 5,518 Jiom reoovades ol debts, 
les and BS. a, 101, sutplus at the time , o£ assumption otoiiarge. ■ 








Gharges., . 





■m : 

o 

<D 

M 

O 

5 

o 

'o 

Government de- 
mand. 

■■ 

... o ■ 

a 

a» ‘ 

CiD 

d 

a 

d 

<sH ' 

Perceiitnge of ma- 
nagement charges 
on.'gi’oss income. 

Maintenance and 
education oi 
wards. 

Payment of debts. 

EQ 

a 

s 

.0 

, ''Ol..' 

s 

i , ■ r/" 

g 

a 

'm . 

, 5 

Miscellaneous. 

.+=» 

0 

H 

Cash balance at 
end of year. 

11 

12 

13 

u 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

21 

22 

. ■ Rs« ' 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 


Bs. 

, Es*. ■ ■. 

Rs, 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Bs. 

453 

8,659., 

3,363 

1,093 

1'*; 3 

1,276 

2,015 

80 


325 

8,157 

1,094 

, 2,562 

18,06 1 

5.367 

1,747 . 

9*3 

4,460 

1,505 

3,124 

3,000 

2,328 

21,616 

2,234 

1,017 

% 

13420 

5,410 

1,502 

12-0 

3,364 

- 

296 

7 

1,231 

11.800 

8,616 

, 4,087 

40,143 

14,130. 

4,847 

11-2 

9,090 

3,520 

3,600 

3,007 

8,879 

41473 

6,943 

4,67,829 

1346,517 

3,16,889 

1,28.128 

12*9 

3,53,969 

4,08,517 

83,073 

38,814 

84,644 

14,12,924 

1,67,902 

4,614 

27,750 

9,669 

2,669 

10*1 

8,891' 

3,085 

1,071 


4,636 

29,921 

3,800 

607 

19,880 

7,015 

1,878 

9*4 

6,469 

83 

391 


3,266 

19,0S7 

2,888 

194-11’ 

78,807 

29,390 

6,759 

9‘0 

18,996 

3,038 

796 

.. 

16,668 

74,647 

12,772 

3,184 ‘ 

18,926 

9,623 

1,648 

9*4 

1,330 

2,779 

90 

.. 

1,593 

17,463 

3,024 

398 

2241S 

3,919 • 

4,687 

20-5 

5,060 

2,200 

1,071 


11,331 

28,168 

1,197 

463 

6468 

1,890 

690 

10*2 

995 

1,784 

181 ' 

.. , 

155 

5495 

356 

' 630 

, 

G,709 

2431 

697 

10*6 

1,890 

1,060 

269 


368 

6,710 

905 _ 

1,92,744 

2,52,806 

12,722 

6,623 

10*7 

20400 

1,86,397 

0,330 

•• 

21,886 

2,53,868 

3,017 

1,094 

19,084 

12,960 

2,214 

11*8 

2,526 

240 

125 

.. 

1 I4I8 

19,483 

1,051 

(7^)59,713 

' 79489 

5,779 

4,596 

16*7 

4,846 

17,276 1 

1413 

1 

23,045 

12,215 

69,070 

10,419 

2,82,854 

5,81,207 

■ ■ 95,298 

. 31,256 

11 ’6 

71,893 

2,17,942 , 

11,637 

23,045 

72,931 

5,24,002 

38,029 


state 



Musamaaiat Mahboob 
_ Fatima* 

Cbaudbri Itrat 
■Husaim- 

ObaudbKi Ishrat 

Hu3ai£r,15 years 
Musammaii, Iftlshar 
years.’ ' 


§ 10, Act IV 


Asiiig Husain'^ 
(A), 1928* » 


Aofc IV 


93‘0 14,547 


2,36,500 


Oawrt^ors- 


38J81 


age. 




iiiiiii^ii*a®i 







^ Cl 

® 0 0 c3 ;:;:i ffl 

last 


0 

■+» 

m 

s 

Name and class 
of estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 

Name 0 ! proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 

Law and section u 
which the propr 
has been disqua] 
or a declaration 
been made or si 
iutendence has 
retained. 

Cash balance of 
year. 

Collections on 

account of cur- 
rent demand, 

2 

3 

. 4 , 

5 

6 

: : 7 





Rs. 

Rs. 

r 

Hardoi (c), 

1920. 

Miisammat Lareti 
EuBwar*. : . 

§ 8 (1) (b), 

Act IV. 

48,650 

,60,165 

A 

=« 

i-f 

Biiagipuc (c), $ 
1923. / 

Ohaudhri Laohhmi 
Shankar, 15 years. 
Ohaudhri Devi 

Shankar, 14 years. 

f§ 8 (1) (a),. 
\ Act IV. 

27,155 

28,692 


! Partajjner (a), 

: 1926. 

Raja ,Maha Yen- 
deshwari Pratap 
Singh, 7 years, 

§ S (I) (a), 
Act IV. 

19,536 

1,49,962 



Total Etawah die- 


95,341 

2,38,809 

{ 

I Siieo Bakhsb \ 
Singh (B), ( 
1910 and 
1915. 

1 "'V V' ■ 

trjoiD, 

Raghu raj Singh .. 
Raghunandan Singh 
Mahadeo Singh 

( § 9, Act III.. 

§46f(i), Act 
IV, 

^ 1,840 

■ . . 29,497’ 


f 

■ ■ . f 

i 

(Sya-n Singh <j 
{!=!), 1921 i 

and 1927. 

Thakur Narendra 
Singh, 19 years. 
Thakur Dharampal 
Singh, 18 years, 
Thakur. Sheoraj 

Singh, 14 years(«). 

1 

1 

!■§ 8 (1) (a), 
i Act IV. 

1 

i 

164 

29,157 


Akhfirpur Singh 
(b), 1922, 1924 
' and 1929. 

Lai Avadh Pratap 
Singh, 3 years. 

§ 8 ( 1 ) (a), 
Act IV. 

787 

9,092 

0 

1 0 

P. 
d 4 

' 

Ganga Singh 1 
(B), 1926. ! 

Thakur Sugar Sen 
Singh, 17 years. 

§ 8 ( 1 ) (a), . 
Act IV. 

606 

27,263 

§ 

Q 

Tilra Ram (c), 
1927* 

Mathura Prasad, 8 
years. 

§ 8 ( 1 ) (a), 
Act IV. 

3,775 

16,323 


Kailash Nath < 
(A), 1928. ^ 

Lala Kailash Nath 
i Khanua. 

Laia Bishwa Hath 
Kb anna, 17 years. 

§ 10, Act IV 

§ 8 ( 1 ) (a), 
Act IV. ! 

1 4,314 

69,922 


Daulat Ram 
Singh (a), 
1929. 

Ohaudhri Daulat 
Ram Singh, 17 
years. ' , 1 

§ 8 ( 1 ) (a), 
Act IV. 

26,466 

46,116 


Receipts, 


■ffl “ c 

a -2 4 : 
§ - f 


S8'4 

91*3 

95*4 


93*0 


11,347 


59*4 


96*9 

1,422 

93*4 

97‘5 

1,632 

96*5 

98*6 

1,060 

76*3 

94*7 

1,873 

84*2 

98*7 

10 I 

•4 

96*8 

5,269 

65*9 

82*2 

2,956 

21*2 

83*3’ 

326 

''■6;7 ^ 


Es. 

2,718 

1,030 

7,599 


6 i *0 


43*9 


61*5 



13,577 


20,911 


22,902 


57,890 


3,50,86d 




16,616 


17,806 


10,287 


2,85i 


48,986 


2,78,773 


,10,287 


68,084 


87,980 


2,88,977 


:'J8*S I 41^920'^ 


11,12,738 


22,766 


(s) Rupees 10,188 ftom reeovety of defclis; 
|f)^ Rupees .32,514 from sales. 


M‘ENT I^(eonimued),. 


Bs. , 
67,982 

45,465 

1,98,966 


.Bs, : 

40,931 

14,945 

91,194 


10-1 

10*8 

lO’l 


Es. 

0,509 

4,410 

14,453 


3,12,413 


1,47,070 


■26,893 


10-2 


25,372 


60,074 


Charges. 


10,914 


# 5,109 

(/)41,405 


Es, 

6,727 


3,478 


16,688 


60,074 


62,257 


1,324 


32,243 


18,134 


2,633 


5,645 


4,450 


783 

■ 31,572 

’ 27 

•"■■■'■■;10,179; 


29,020 

*■ 4,669 

■ 21,002 

p;;:§:p,38r: 

1,02,527' 

fllllSSlsal:' 

62,283 


17,324 

8,428 

14,450 

6,205 

20,049 

29,894 


2,876 

1,044 

2,444 

1,861 

5,716 

5,457 


2,397 

1,300 

6,243 

6,700 

12,000 

:;^:7,556 


Es, 

43,120 

25,000 


Es. 

2,877 

1,619 

6,418 


Bs.;" ;■ 

1,03,055 

51,709 

1,95,600 


31,826 


1,346 

474 

1,236 

2,233 

6,401 

6,123 


31,166 

10,307 

29,769 

16,511 

90,225 

60,943 


' :0 'S3 

a 

E O 

s3 E 
.Pl TS 
ce 03 


7,170 

3,916 

4,754 

41,726 


Bs. 

2,891 

2,257 

6,773 


11,921 


68,120 


553 

150 

642 

612 

4,833 

1,627 




isc a 


CD ^ 





state 


BeceiptB. 


Name and class 
of estate and 
year of assump- 
tion of charge. 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


Shambhu Nath 

(n), 1915, 

1923 and 
1930. 

Munni Bibi 
{n), 1915. 

Phulpur (c), 
1920. 

■Kanhaiya ' 'Bal : 
(0), 1922. 


Musammat Munni 
Bibi. 

Dwarka Nath, ■ 7 
years («), 

Miisammat Eadma 
Kunwar, 

Baja Venkatesh Pra- 
sad Narayan Singh. 

Eunwar Bang 
Bamanuj Prasad 
Narayan Singh. 

Eunwar Ary«a Nan- 
dan Prasad Nara- 
yan Singh. 


Baraon (a), -j 
1924.. I 


Total, Allahabad 
district. 

Total, Allahabad 
division. 

Thakur Madho 
Singh. 

Thakur B a t a n 
Singh, 18 years. 

Bao Jawabir Singh 


Madho Singh 
(d), 1923. 
Batan Singh 
(D), 1926. 
Jawahir Singh 
(0), 1927. 


Total, Jhansi dis- 
trict. 

Bani Harbans 
Eiahore Judeo. 

Sri Baja Chi ttar 
Singh Judeo, 16 
years. 

Total, Jalaun dis- 
trict. 

Musammat Bin- 
deshri Eunwar 


Sikri {c)f 1896 
and 1911. 
Bampura (a), 
' 1915. 


Bemodarji (d). 
1911. 


Sriinant Bao Bam 
Hari Moresh^ar 


More s h w a r 
Bao (B), 
1921. 


Vithat 


Brimant 

Hari Bao, 17 lY. 1 

years. • ' ; 

f Munshi Babu Iial * . Y 
} Babu Mahabir Pra- j 
Babu Lai (b),^ sad. ,}-§ 10, Act lY*. 93$ 

1924. 1 Babu Hand Kishora, j 

, , , ^ . b NIgath. J — * — 

,r -'.'V'-Y Total, Banda district • *. 8,87$ 

Total,' Jhami , 73,05? 

^ ^ ^ 

Adopted' by Musammat uudet, report, 


'P'Y I>iM dhrlng the year o! report AiM::%6ri%i?e:ietalned under saotloa 48 ci the Court of Wards Act. 




( 51 ) 


BIENT 1— (continued) 


Charges. 


V- ; ' 1 - - L' -' . . 

1 :v'-- V ; 

^ : Other receipts^ 

Vl- ^ 
i 

'£3. 

. ...'■■ O;..'" 

0 

..'.••rc!.'. ; . 

■■• ■ S ■; ■ . , 

GJ 

:l'| 

. sw 3 

•■■■. • ■S’^." 

•7.S ■^■■■:,: 
■.;'..;0 ■.■•;.'.:■■ 

:'''■■;;;;■ 13' /■■ 

Management. 

Percentage o.t ma- 
nagement charges] 
on gross income. 

,. Q, : 

^ a 

§1 . 

fl -s ffi 
© s ri::^ 

•+» SJ 

n p. c3 
■' ea '© ^ 

•iisrH. . ■ 

S 

iK-t .' 

■0.. 

43 

, .d 
■ ©■ 

a 

CS 

Pl, 

17 

m 
, ^ 

•• -d ■ 

© 

a.' 

© 

g 

04 

a 

h-4 

Investments 

Miscellaneous. 

. ■' ,■''3, ■'. 

. .,,»•• • 

'.' 0 . ' 

■ . B / .■''•^ 

■•■ 43 . ■■ 

.. .cS' •; :.■ 

■ :W '..'tj.. 

d 0 

0 


■■':'. ''15^'" ■ 

'16^'' ,V 

18 

19 

20 

M 

22 



Bs. 



Es. 

\ /'Bs.'. 

Bs.. 

.. ■.'. 'Es,..''..' 


:•'■,■■■.■..■:•::• ;Bs,...: 


3,455 

17,922 

^■:' 2,628 

1,980 

il‘l 

5,420 

2,021 

.3,985 


2,800 

18,834 

487 


•■■;;■";■:;■ ■6,511, 

■■;.;'■ :3', 2,92" 

809 

12-4 

1,560 

642 

154 

♦ # 

88 

.;„•:■■;. ■■"..6,5.45'...^: 

617 

(d) 15, 198 

91,867 

43,140 

10,977 

18-6 

24,444 

10,595 

: ,2,762. 


5,052 

96,970 

■ 7,842' 

2,827 

32,062 

12,663 ' 

4,516 

■14*7' 

8,460 

264 

631 

' •*■ ■.'■.. 

4,993 

81,527 

1,915 

f/)8,12,673 

'5,17,754 

'. ..': 89,254 

29,417 

13-7 

24,069 

3,47,899 

■■ 

3,820 

1,000 

21,586 

5,17,045 

13,392 

3,84,019 

6,66,116 

1,50,977 

47,699 

; 13*6: 

68,953 

3,61,421 

11,352 

1,000 

34.5L9 

6,70,921 

.■'.■■'.24,253.'/: 

.7:, 17, 060.. 

'.17,98,713 

5,06,083 

1,28,614 

IIM 

j2,08,lS8 

7,02,521 

43,233 

1,02,452 

1,88,019 

18,24,060 

1,69,557 

■'■•■' ■''..42 

3,389 

877 

'502' 

14*8 

512 

1,232 

',.'■■ ■■49..^ 

• • 

■■■.//■/220':', 

3,392 

;/■'/;■■;;. 42 •■;■■ 

3,025 

11,826 

1,341 

1,236 

13*8 

8,208 


■'.' ,"'439 '1 

7,000 

/■■'".■':1,13'8; 

■■■ 14,412 ■; 

5,823 

2 

1,242 

314 

■'I'lo: 

: 8*8:, 

101 

756 



- 

1,281 

186 

'■•;V-...:''':.'3,069^' 

15,957 

, ' 2,532 : 

.'.'■ ■■■1,898 : 

13*6 

3,821 

1,983 

488 

7,000 

■; ■;./ ■.■1,358; ■; 

::^';.':i9.085 ■ 

./:./|,55l':'':;; 

;■• : 627 

' . 2Dj053 

'.'"'12,779;. 

.■'■ '3,652 ■.■.' 

:14'7': 

9,175 


4.083 


■':"■'■/ ;892'.. 

;;.:3o,58i;; 

a: •: :'673 ; 

5^)1,07,519 

2,06,957 

9,049 

17,033 

.... ■ ■■ • . '..'■, ..:1 

■12* 4.' 

45,766 

•* 

39,616 

29,581 i 

19,965 

1,61,020 

95,242 

1,08,146 

2;32,0i0 

21,828 •, 

20,715 ! 

12-8 

54,941 

- 

43,729 

29,531 

: 20,857 

■/■■'4, 91/601:'.;^;. 

95,915 


6;365 

.2^303,.' 

.;■■■"/.. '47'4^; 

8*8 

'■;'2.270"„ 


425 

•* 

58 1 

5,530 

1,904 


30,540 

13,757 

1,860 

6*1 

5,476 

10,200 

:.200‘^; 

•• 

1,649 

" 88,042 


'■ ' , 77 

8,378 

3,071 

1,207 

14*5 

1,200 

2,619 

31 

' •• 

ssi'a&i,:; 

9,019 

298 


' 44,283 ; 

'19,131 

3,541 

8*0 




. - 

2,498 

: '47,591 


; 3.12,243 

1; 

2,92,250 

43,491 

26,154 

11*8 

67,708 


44,878 

36,531 

24,7X3 

" 2,58,277 

1,07,031 


(e) Enpees 10,000 from loan.; ■ , . 

(/) Bnpe^s 3,00,000 from loans>nd'B's;-'9^18^ftdm 'decrees. ^ 

(g) Enpees 40,? 61 Irdhi' reeoyery of dehts and B«';a?'>649 from Interest and dividends,. 



Eeceipte. 


Hame and class 
of estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


Damodar Dass^ 
(a), 1928. 


Bijaigarh (b), 
1905 and 1919. 


Patbak (d), | 
1910, 1925 i 
'and 1923. | 


■' ‘ - ."(tf)' BKaot date of birth, Is under wification*' . ' ^ ' 

■ '.Died last year,'' ’ Her share is retained under section 48 of the OonrI ol Wards Act pending final 
0 hetfcccessibn# ‘ 


Sakaldiha 
(B), 1914 ^ 

and 1920. 


Shoo Prasad^ 
(A), 1928. 
Sundar Das 
(0), 1928. 

r 


Gupteshwar Singh. . 
Isb war , Haray an, 

Singli . 

Bajkishore Singh 
fiarihar Prasad' 
Singh. 

Eashi Prasad Singh 
Binda Prasad Singh 
Balmukund Singh.. 
Sheo Ghiilam Singh' 
Ban dhir Singh 
Madho Prasad Singh 
Lachhmi Narayan 
Singh. 

Baigovinda Singh , . 
Jamna Prasad Singh 
Benayak Singh 
Bale Singh 
lyiusammat Surja 
Kunwar. 

Gauri Dayal Singh 
Eaghuraj fc^ingh 
jMusammafe 
wani Kunwar. 
Lurkhur Singh 
Rabi Ohandar Singh 
Ram Ohand Singh, 

' 16 years.- ' 

Bachchu Singh, 

4 years. 

Eai Sheo Prasad 

Babu Gobardhaa 
Das, & years. 

Babu Damodar Dass 
Babu Rad ha Bam an 

DuiSs. 

Babu Murlidhar 
Dass, 19 years. 
BabuNarsingh Dass, 

9 years. 

Harbans Bahadur 
Singh, 12 years (a). 
Totali Benares (iistcict| 

Babu Nar Singh 
Fadam Haran 
Singh, 19 years. 
Sham Sher Bahadur 
Singh, 

Musammat Parbati 
Kunwar (5). 

Pandit Krishna 
■ Prasad* ‘ 

■Pandit ^ Madan 
' , Mohan Prasad. ■ ‘ 
Pandit Sant Prasad 


2, OSS 


29,831 98*8 


i §8(1) (a), Act 
^ IV. 

( 

J 





§ 10, Act IV .. 

1,420 

13,189 

99*0 

. 


§3(l)(a), Act IV 

18,820 

24,5.12 

99*6 

18 

12*9 

1 § to. Act IV 

1 





1 § S(i)(a), Act 
^ IV. 

1 

)• 68,359 

1 

1 

J 

59,282 

99* 6 

1,198 

12-6 

§ 8(l)(o). Act 
IV. 

4..708 

100-0 

243 

0*9 

85,687 

1,31,522 

99-4 

1,459 

10*4 

§ 8(l)(a), Act 
IV. 

6,749 ' 

1,04.825 

98*2 

558 

33*7 

§ A6(l), Act IV j 
§ 8(6), Act III 

1, 

j 4,011 

14,467 

91*9 

472 

31*1 

§ 9, Act III .. 

1 

1 





) §'45(l), Act 

1 ■ 

> 1,337 

6,184 

98*9. 

93 

66*4 


MENT I —(continued)- 


( 58 ) 


Charges. 


Other receipts. 

Total. 

o' ^ 

'■ ''£3 

ga 

o 

Management. 

,03 

AA § 
g ■ 

=P'2.2 
il S> ro 

gas 

2 odS: 

® 2 S 

U ^ o 

Maintenance and 
education of 

wards. 

Payment of debts. 

• 03 

4a 

a 

© - 
a 

. © 

> 

o 

a 

1— 1 

Investments. 

Miscellaneous. 

o . . 

; "B 

43''.., 

2 eS " 

...,.'S3 o 

>y/ 

c3'^*w' ■ 

'rf> p- 
rcJ 

: *5 ,a „ 

;0, 

11 

12 

13 

14 

16 

16 

17 

18 

19 

20 

■ 21' 

,22:;',;:";';^,^: 

■ ' Ss« 

Rs, 

Rs. 

Rs. 


Rs. 

Es. 

■ Es. ^ 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rs, 

Hs. 

3,926 

33,757 

5,7SC 

3,520 

11*6 

7,330 

11,132 

991 


" "VS, 370 ^ 

31119;''.; 

3,816 

14,463 

27,652 

4,419 

1,913 

14-2 

7,133 

10,928 

404 

- 780,. ■ 

1,251 

26.82SV 

2,244 

(fc) 

2,S94 

27.424,, 

8,600 

3,575 

IS' *3;,' 

13,077 

20 

3,765 

6.922 

':V":2,076:! 

;;'''38'.066.:'' 

':':';:''3,i79:;'''':; 

2,66,084 

3,26,564 

12,103 

9,957 

11-6 

12,441 

3,24,530 

3,205 

i'.' ' 

12,30b 

3,74,545 

20,378 

■ Q) 













5,053 

872 

3*^2 

5',; 

4?=9 

. 

413 

i 

„'";-;rl,226:; 

3,292 

1,701 

' 2,87,489 ' 

4,20,450 

3’ ,8 lO 

19,287 

120 

40,8i0 

■3,46,610 

8,779 

.7,7®:- 

:V20i 31; 

4,74,759 

1 31.378 

17,672 

1,23,055 

17,^53 

14,045 

12*5 

37.267 

13,881 

47,677 

1,680 

’ 14,387 

1.16,590 

'13,214 

(m) 










3,411 

18,360 

6,561 

2,126 

13*3 

8,113 


843 


2,860 

20,493 


1,8('.4 

8,141- 

2,407 

866 

13*6 

2,375 

895 

51 


2, on 

8,60c 

\ 373 


Rupees 3,000 from sales and Bs. 8,848 from loans'p ■ 

[1] Rupees 13,950, Es, 12,161 and Es. 27,048 from recoveries of interests and di'videnas, decrees 
' and debts' reepeotively and Es.;2,l2,782 frctn ^alesV ;; - „ 

(f»)'Bopees 7t§76 from recoveries of debts, ' ■ 


STATE 



Beceipts, 


Name and class 
oi estate and 
year cf 
assumption 
I of chfu'ge. 


Hame of proprietor 
and age in case of 
minor. 


Mirza Muhammad 
HadI, 

Mirza Said-ud-din 
Ahmad. 

Musammat Jafri 
Begam. 

Zdusammat Sukh- 
waro Kuar. 

Mahanth Parma- 
nand Gir. 

Total, Mirzapur 
district, 

Raui Ram .Kunwar 


Hadi (D), 1910^ 


§ S(&}, Act III 
§S(1)(5). Act 

xy. 

§ 10, Act ly 


Gonba Bijia 
A), 1927, 
Mahanth (a), 
1929. 


4,900 


21,321 


32,035 


§8(&), Act III 
§ 10, Act ly 
§ 10, Act ly 
§ 10, Act ly 


AusanganJ (A), 
1903. 

Budba Kunwar 
(D), 1927. 
Gopi Kunwrar 
(D), 1927 


Aiusammat Budba 
ELunwar. 

Alusammat Gopi 
Kunwar. 

Babu Bhagwat Das 

Babu Banke Bebari 
Lai, 13 years, 

Babu Runj Behari 
Lai, 11 years. 

Babu Rashik Behari 
Lai, 10 years. 

Total, Ghazipiir 

district. 

Ram Bahadur Singh, 
20 years. 

Bijai Bahadur 

Singh, $ years. 

Fateh Bahadur 

Singh. 

Kharag Bahadur 
Singh. 

Lakshmipat Pandey 

Krishnadeo Pandej, 
20 years. 

Babu Sat Narayan 
Singh. 

Babu Sbeo Pragash 
Singh (a). 

Babu Tarkeshwar 


h 2,484 


Nath I 


^§8Cl)(a), Act 


100 '0 


36,124 


§ 8(l)(a), Act 


Nagra (, 
1904, 19 

and 1925, 


§ 10, Act ly 
§ 46, Act IV 
§ 45(1), Act IV 
§ 8(l)(a), Act 


Promodh 
Naraya-n 
(c), 1913 

and 1921. 


Sat Narayan 
(A), 1925. 


i"§ 10, Act IV 


2,763 


1,45,89^ 


Total, Benares 
division. 


Bettia (b), 1898 

Alajhauli (a), 
1911. 


24,255 


Alaharani ■ Janki 
Kunwari. 

Bani Shyam Sunder 
Kunwari. ' ■. ' 

Krisbun Oharitra 
Maui..., , 

Farsotant* Prasad 
. yearsi • 

Total," ,, Gor'akhpur. 


§.194(£x), Act 
§ 8(5j, Act III 
§ 10, Act ly 
§8(1K^), Act 


1,275 


27,695 


Balua 

1930. 


■2,244 


51,950 










^ u 

“§1 

ill 

^0,0. 

■o 

Percentage of col- 
lections on cur- 
rent demand 

7 

8 

Rs. 


7,856 

96-5 

51,764 

84‘3 

’ 1,85, 096,: 

93-4: 

1,04,12-1 

100*0 

V .;,150' 

100*0 

2,825 

100*0 

.'■/9,798' 

100*0 

1,16,698 

ioo,‘o: 

9,600 

100 '0 

4,397 

100-0 

7,559 

100-0 

21,556 

100*0 

4,54,872 

97*0 

62,618 

98-9 

1,86,631 

98*8 

5,903 

90*0 

2,65,152 

98*8 



Charges, 




' (1) Bupeas ^,000 tmm loans. 

(m} Bapoes 7,000 Icom sale of stock certificates. 
(?») '.Bjipses 1,10,000 from sales of seeiiri'lles* ■ ; 


'0) Bhpees ‘50,000 from ioasas.- ' 

(i) Btipees 96,894 from sales of seowlties. 
{k) Bapees 8,400 fr'om loaia, , ; 


Government de- 
mand. 

. ' »a 

-jS 

' O' 

'."' O' ■ 

"« ", 

s 

Percentage of ma- 
nagement chargOo 
on gross income 

Maintenance and 
education of 

wards. 

0 

0 

ns 

0 

-+3 

a 

■ 

:C3- 

Improvements. 

Investments. 

w 

: 

„ , 0 " 

' M 

© ■ 
a ■ 

03 

teZJ 

•-t-* 

0 

£ri 

Gash balance at 
end of year. 

13 

14 

15 

16 

17 

18 

19 

■: 20"' ;' 

21 

■ 22 


Bs. 


Hs< 

Bs. 

Hs. 

Es. 

'BB:. ■'■'■, 

Bs. 

Es. 

3,1S1 

1,026 

12*6 

3,685 

744 

87 

... 

276 

8,999 

863 


447 


200 


60 


3,382' 

4,039 


19,973 

7,311 

i2‘S 

12,485 

41,627 : 

5,056 


.■,..:5,154;". 

91,606 

20,465 

,,49,3.65 

25,881 

12»9 

64,125 

67,147 

23,674 

1 ,680 

.:28,52G; : 

2,50,332 

87,283 

■40,767, 

15,890 

10*2 

75,284 

150 

28,447 

1,02,500 

12,047 

2,75,085 ; 

13,613 


15 

.10*0 



.. 

163 

7 

185 

45 

- 

314 

11 *9 

1,200 

.. 


1,500 

420 

3,434 

716 

2,GiS 

1.482 

12-9 

6,519 

•* 

. . 

726 


553 

11,228 

3,141 ‘ 

43,415 

17,701 

10*3 

83,003 

uo 

29,173 

1,04,163 

13,027 

2,90,632 

■16,515'' 

S,6C9 

1,137 

li'8 

3,224 


' 

.■:.224:; 


980 

9,234 ■ 

5,148 

: 1,622 

688 

12'7 ^ 

1,731 

■ . ; 1 

7,671 

143 

•* 

700 . 

I 12,615 


1,522 

941 

12*2 

; 1,000 

r : - 

7,541 

33 


614 

11,651 

1,704 

6,813 

2,766 

'■12 • 2 ::: 

6,956 

16,212 

400 

.. 

2,354 

38,500 

7,074 

1,31,408 

65,676 

511*8',''', 

1,93,423 

4,19,119 

62,026 

1,13,545 

64,132 

10,49,223 

92,250 

28,434 

3,689 , 

13*1 

254 

• ♦ 

8,185 

7,026 

31,728 

84,816 

16,209 

85,888 

82,070 

14 ‘1 

84,835 

" 

34,953 

1,00,019, 

38,017 

8,75,282 

32,172 

3,557 

916 

13-8 

- 

•• 

iiliii 

.. 

135 

4,608 

2,019 

1,17,379 

, 41,676 . 

14'0, 

86,089 


. 43,13B 

1.07,045 

69,880 ' 

4,64,206 

50,400. 



Name and class 
cf estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 


Total, Lucknow 
district. 


Mahmudabad 
(c), 1919. 
Ga.Igaiba (b), 
1927. ■ 

Behai!' (A)* 1929 

ParBPida (a), 

1980, 


Ohaudhri Burendra 
Eingh. 

Thakur Bajendra 
Pratap Singh, 9 
years, 

Thakuc Janki Baksh 
Singh. 

Baja Bishwa KatE 
Bafesh Singh, 


§45 11), Act 
IV. 

§ 8 (1) (a), 

Act lY. 

§ 8 (1) (d) 
(iv), Act lY. 
§ 10, Act 1 7 


Total, Unao district 


(' ? 

, 5 i! - ^ 


. . ',v . . J f . • 




•in&'i:: ■■■■■■ 


state 


Basti 


Bagesh war! 
P r a' t a b 
Na r a y a n 
Singh (c), 
1923. 


Basulpur (c), 
1925, 


Thawar (d), 
1902, 1915. 

and 1928. 


Kasmandi (a), 
1927. 

Manzoor All 
(G), 1928. 

Masnd Ali (a), ) 
1929. ^ 

Sarai Sheikh 
(A); 1929, 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


M W rrt 03 » Cl 

^ ■ O Q e3 « '© ^ 

^ p.'I' O .S ffl . 


^ ^ <33 «x3 rS <U 

§ S'S 

fe ^ ® a <0 

g ,cj O w 


Kharagbir Singh, 
17 years. 

Birendrabir Singh, 
3 years. 

Total Basti district 


Babu Bhuncshwari 
Piasad Narayan 
Singh, 15 years. 

Total, Azanagarh 
district. 

Total, Gorakhpur 
division. 

Total, Agra Province 


Jagdamba Bakhsh 
Singh. 

Kalka Bakhsh Singh 

Durga Bakhsh Singh 

Khan Bahadur 
Muhammad Yusuf 
Khan. 

Sheikh Manzoor Ali, 
11 years. 

Masud Ali 

Magsud Ali, 18 
years. 

Sheikh Ahsan Ali •. 


H 8 (1) (a), 

1 , Act IV. 


8 (1) («)» 

Act IV. 


Receipts. 


§10, Act IV.. 


§ 10, Act IV 


§ 8 (1) (a), 

Act IV. 

§ 10, Act iV 

§ 8 (11 (a), 

Act IV. 

§ 10, Act IV 


*0 

•&> : 

•O 

. 0 . 

S 

JO 

rd S 

o 

g . 1 

O g 
»«-( c3 

2 ° 3 

d HP d . 

■is-s 

O O -t= 

©■ O ■:3 
rd O ® 

, 73 ca. M, . 

O,"'' 

Percentage or col- 
lections on cur- 
rent demand. 

Collections on ac- 
count of arroar 
demand. 

— -- 

Percentage ot 

collections on 

arrear demand. 

6 

7 

8 

9 

10 

Bs. 

Rs. 


Es, 


5,919 

8,748 

92*0 

•* 

.. 

5,919 

8,748 

92-0 

.. 


17,763 

42,331 

100-0 

60 

100*0 

17,768 

42,331 

100*0 

80 

100*0 

75,637 

3,06,231 

98-7. 

2,324 

83-5 

9,28.551 

40,27,444 

87-2 

2,76,661 

39*3 

1,305 

8,458 

94*2 

758 

68*9 

363 

53,449 

92*9 

1,874 

22' 9 

1,394 

3,526 

78*4 

66 

5*2 


i,S89 

79*0 

42 

6*4 

68 

16,088 

91*8 

1,330 

66*9 

3,267 

83,860 

91*8 

4,070 

30*0 

5,511 

41,243 

87*5 

4,604 

49*1 

8,345 

65,489 

79*8 

7,475 

30*2 

6443 

6,802 

87*7 

29 

3*3 

i " 

13,028 

95*1 

588 

54*0 

{ 19,999 

1,26,562 

84*0 

12,691 

35*2 


MENT l—{€0'iUinued) 


Charges. 


j 

11 1 other receipts. 

1 

1 

o 

c-i 

12 

.. . '■<»' ', 

;s§! 

S a :: 
o 

Management. 

• Cfi 

ifa 

o^..| 

o ^ .S 

” a ac 

a a s 

w a 

S, a ° 

Maintenance and 
education of 

wards. 

Fayment of debts. 

Improvements. 

Investments. 

Miscellaneous 

Total. 

'..g.'.fia" V'v .' 

1 

■J'o ;; 

o 

22 

13 


15 

16 

17 

13 

19 

20 

21 


Bs, 

Bs, 

, 'Es. ■ 


,,',,"■ Bs.'V" 

Es. 

Bs, 

'■ :ES. ■ 

;Es..';';'^ 

.,;: ■ ;.:.. :'V' 

Bs, 

Es. 


K;:?: 9,010, 

2,894 ^ 

' y\ 

' 

.,-;-,;;'S8S:,, 

9*9 

2,825 


190 


312 

10,109 

4,820 

262 

8,010 

..,'2384, 

■ :ms:. 


2,825; 


190 

3,000 

312 

'■;::;';''io,,iG9:,: 

1 4,820, 

3,043 

':v:45i454 

17,225 


■ 13. :4; 

14,594 

- 

7,593 

•• 

3,472 

;.;'48, ^697;.' 

14,525 

3,043 

45, 454 

17,225 

3,813 

13*4: 

14,594 

..... ■ . 

7,593 

... , 

:';;V8,472;':] 

48,097 

j, :14j525;.;' 

: :■ 2,08,565 , 

5,17,120, 

1,37,493 

43,376 

13*8 

1,02,508 

•* 

50,921 

1,10,045 

73,684 

5,23,012 

1 69,745 


29,69,795 

72,72,900j 

18,50,799 

5,36,723 

12* S 

12,65,365 ‘ 

21,77,092 

3,50,696 

5,32,224 

5,45,918 

78,08.817 S 

J, 92, 634 

444 

9,660 

4,048 

' 713'''' 


3,400 


299 

• • 

712 

9,172 

1,798 

3,226 

58,549 

17,970 

6,962 

12-8 

21,360 

6,084 

493 

- 

3,229 

56,098 

2j8i4 

(1) 5,219 

8,811 

1,446 

361 

9* 8 

1,156 

6,618 

66 

•* 

266 

9,913 

292 

06 

1,947 ■ 

661 

249 

12‘9 

881. 

.. 

40 


199 

2,030 

54 


17,418 

6,691 

1,847 

10' 0 

1,634 

..■■■■ 

100 


2,298 

12,620 

4,866 


96,383 

30,816 

10,132 

"■.ii-a;: 

l'.'' ':; i 
.'/■:28,4Bi;''.: 

12,702 

998 

•• 

6,704 

89,833 

9,819 

2,426 

48,273 

22,280 

4,507 

9*7 

10,699 

7,010 

2,075 

• « 

2,261 

48,832 

4,952 

(»») 31,864 

1,04,828 

31,946 

. 8,492 


^'25,916'; 

15,998 

3,965 

16,017 

6,230 

1,08,564 

4,609 

{»)69,825 

76,656 

2,575 

1,301 

15-0 

1,305 

75,388 

299 

« 4 

1,547 

82,415 

384 

15 

18,626 

' 79183 

1,075 

7-8 

3,473 

61 

290 

m m 

428 

12,515 

1,111 

1,04,130 

2,48,388 

63,989 

15,375 

9*5 

41,393 

98,457 

6,629 

16,017 

10,466 

2,52,826 

11,056 


(w) Rttpeed Ell'll, 076 recovacfe^ irom aa^ debts Eespeotively and Bs» 3,478 tmm sales* 

"in) Bapes' 67,000' from loaES, ' ' ■ ■" 



STATE 


Receipts. 


Name aud class 
ol estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 


Name of proprietor 
an d age in case 
of minor. 


Murarmau (a), 
1893, 1911 

and 1918. 


Raja Bhaj 
Baksh Singh. 


Lala Shiam Behari 


Lala Oudh Behari 
Lai, 20 years. 


§ 10, Act IV 

§8(l)(a), Act 
IV. 

§8(1)(<^) (iii) 
and (iv), Act 


‘Thai w a n s a 
(A), 1921. 
Ramgaon (d), 
1926. 

Bahwa (a)j 
1930. 


Mahmud Ali Khan 


(a) Sardar Gurdayal 
Singh, 19 years. 
Thakur Amir Hyder 
Khan, 


Total, Rae Bareli 
district. 


§ 162(a), Act 
XVII. 

§ 8(c), Act III 


3,94,047 


Bani Pirthipal 

Kunwar. 

Thakur Sheopal 

Singh, 

Thakur Baldeo 

Bakhsh Singh. 
Raja Sripai Singh*. 


Katesar (a), 
1896. 

Rampur Ma- 
thura (a), 
■1910. 

Bamkol (a), 
1921. 

Be s a i d i h 
Tikra 
1925. 

Ea m g a r h 
Guda r i y a 

(A) , 1927. 
Ohhote Lai 

(B) , 1928. 
Ma'iianpur (a), 

1929. 


§8(1)(^^) (iv), 
Act IV. 

^B{l)(d) (iii), 
Act IV. 

§ 8(l)(a), Act 


Thakur Bhanwar 
Singh, 11 years. 

Babu Lalji, 16 years 

Raja Shri Parkash 
Singh 

Total, Sitapur dis- 
trict. 


§8(l)(a), i^ct 

lY. 

§10, Act IV .. 


Saiyid Mehdi Haider 


Bhogaitap u r 
(B), 1903 

and 1917. 

Kakraii (a), 
1910. 

■Jaiaipuc (A), 
1918, 1921 

and 1925. 

Bharawan (a), 
1926, 


Chaudhri Nabi Jan 
Baiyid Aijaz Rasul 


Rani Deo Kunwari .§8(1}(6), Act 


Total, Hardoi dis- 
trict. , ^ 


; .Died' during. they elr and the estate retained under section 45(1) of th© Oourt of Wards 





1,40,693 


1,95,498 


($) Eiopeeft S0,SS5 from sales. - :•:> ; , , 

(/) Bupees 1.00,000 fiomioaiis, \ ' 

(g) Biipees 2,04,000'lrom loans,; * - _ ' 

(i) Enpees 4,275 from saleof villages’;:a.nd'.Hs,'18,0p0irom loans 
a) Bnpces 8, £00 frcm'Sale patti'ana Bs. 40,000 from loans, 
(\) Kiipces 18.200 Ire m rale cf&eoii^atles*; 
pj Enpees ^^00 . 


MENT l---(eontinued) 


Oiiarges. 


Ks. 

67,842 


!aD o 
& 2 


t!D4a..p; 
OT P „„ 

« CO CO 

g a I 


Rs, 

16,492 j 11’ 9 


p o 

S 

.2 5 

'ca © ^ 


11,270 } 46,886 


1 ■ ; 

Total. 

i - - ■ ■/ ' ■ : 

1 ■ 

' Gash balance at i 
end of year. 

21 

22 

Es. 

Bs, 

1,46,391 

, V.,: 

9,395 

S' 

10,897 

. 3,154 

■ 46,333 

769 

2,633 

327 ‘ 

•19,654 

6,270 


Rs, 

3,002 


Rs, 

1,39,596 


1 


< 60 ) 


STATE 


M w frt CO » a 
<3) O cl) c3 cf © 


Eeoeipts.. 


Name and class 
of estate and 
yeai’ of 

assumption of 
charge. i 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


o <33^ S? 

2 x\ 


. <0 CQ g 3 03 

rd «» >T3 « 


■ I'-S’S =8 fl 

^ 5 «2 <15 - 

fe; ■&; ■ d-W ©: 


: .fl O ' qO 
O _, S 3 ^ 0 ^ A 

■“o-g a , 

' ®' 5 '9.' lU 43' H 
:r«''.2 'rS ■«' c3'"<» 


f Oei, (A), 1896 
and 1910, 

Isanagar (a), 
1910* 1915 and 
1930. 

Majhgain (a), 
1912 and 1926. 

Jhandipurwa 
(A), 1920, 

Kotwara (b), 
1925, 

Afzal Husain, 

I (n), 1926. 


Raja Kishan Datt 
Singh. 

Thakur P r a t a b 
Bahadur Singh. 


§ Q[d) (i)y Act 1,13,040 
III. 

§ 10, Act IV . . 19,342 


8,69,883 100*0 2,997 39*0 


1,71,130 99*7 


43*3 


Eaj DigBijai Singh § 45(1), Act IV 21,289 1,30,029 99*6 209 24*9 


Raj Raj Bahadur 
Singh, 18 years. 
Saiyid Sajid Husain, 
21 years. 

Saiyid Afaal Husain, 
16 years. 


§ 8(1) (a), Act 21.191 
IV. 

§ 8(1) (ah Act 9.647 
IV. 

§ 8(1) (ah Act 15,041 
IV'. 


1,55,817 1 99*5 


466 63*6 


56,785 99-7 




2,670 il00*0 


Total, Kheri district 


1,99,656 13,86,314 j 99*8 4,254 40*7 


Total, Lucknow divi- 
sion. 


3,74,692 33,35,185 | 97*0 70,160 81*1 


f Ajodbya ' (a), 

I 1907, 1909 <! 

1 and 1927. 

^ I 


Maharani Jagdamba 
Devi. 

Raja Jagdambika 
Pratap Narain 
Singh. 


§S{5), Autlil I 

§ 10, Act IV .. [.60,371 


12,56,706 ;100*0 1,184 84*3 


! 1 Mundecmau (c),; Alahiadra Dat Singh § 10, Act IV .. 4*250 51,158 100*0 


11 100*0 


1924 and 1930.1 


Total, Py^abad dis« 
triot 


13,07,864 !l00*0 1,195 84*5 


fl Ata (c), 1918.. 


Birwa Mehno^’, 
no. I (a), 
1919. 

Birwa Mehnon, 
no, IC (A), 
1919. 

Bhaiya Suraj 
Prasad Singh 
(A), 1924. 

Bamnagar (a), 
1926. 


Surendra Ba^hadur 
Singh. 

Musammat Kaniz 
Baqar, 18 years. 


1 § 8(1) (ah Act 6,858 
! IV. 

i § 8(1) (a), Act 6,041 

I 


16,629 83*1 


80,578 I 99*2 


Musammat Kaniz 
AJi, 16 years. 


§ 811) (a), Act 3,500 
IV. 


Bbaiya Suraj Prasad 
Singh, 17 years. 


§ 8(1) (ffl), Act 28,243 
IV 


Bhahpur (a). 
1928. 

Kishori Ball 
(A), 1929. 


Bhaiya Ohandra 
Bhau Dat Ram, 
15 years. 

Thakurain Saraswati 
K unwar. 

Kum&ri Kishori Lali. 
11 years. 


8(1) (a), Act 25,360 

iV. 


1,61,257 


474 39*9 


144 48*9 


281 51*1 


§ 8(1) (5), Act 23,913 
IV. 

. §8(1) (a), Act 5,600 

I ■ ■ IV. 


87,680 ilOO'O 5,625 66*0 


9,924 TOO-0 


212 79*6' 


Total, Oonda districti 


4,26,617 ! 99 ‘0 6,736 62*3 


Bah- PiprI (a), 1928 
raich. 


Sardar Daijit Singh, 
8 years. , 


§ 8(l).{ri), Act 286 
IV. 


29,015 I 92*2 9,449 58*8 


‘ V . , i 


Total, Bahraioh dis- 
trict, 


29,015 I, 92*2 I 9,449 58*8 


jV .',5' , 1 ^ , 







MENT l^ieoniiniied) 


Gharges. 


Biapees 18^475 itom safe of |tmgles. ' /_ 

(l?). Eopoes 19,831 Irom sjeeo’very' of debts and -Es." ^*2,41^' lateesst and dividends. 

(g) Bcipees 9,899 from' safes, Rs. 9^113 f-uom tebdvery'ol debts and Rs-. 7,856 foom Interest a»d dfeidoodi 





Receipts. 


Kama and class 
oi estate and 
year of assump- 


Baxne of proprietor 
and age in case 
o£ minor. 


tion of charge 


i8-0 I 3,499 I 67*3 


22,145 


§ 8(1) (o), Act 4,034 
IV.. . 

§ 8(1) (^^) (i), 70,255 

Act lY. 

§ 8(1) (5), Act 47,260 


Satparsan SiDgb,18 
years. 

Baja Avadbendra 
Pratap Sabi. 

Rani Bbubanesb- 
wari Raj liakshmi 
Devi. 

Baj Knmari Savitrl 
Kunwar, 13 years; 

Baja Bbagwan 

Bakbsb Singb. 

Total, Sultanpur 

district. 

Tbakur Man Singb 


Raisi (c), 1914 
Dera (a), 1916 


3,05,333 


Eurwar 

1926. 


10,92-7 


§ 8(l) (c), Act 273 
lY. 

§8(l)((2)(ni) .. 

and (iv), Act 

lY. ' 

5Y. 1,21, 822 

§10, Act IV.. 338 


■.Balli:: : Sab 
in), 1926. 
A me thi i 
1930. 


2,41,473 


94 - 6 : 1 , 11 , 149 , 


97-4 1,18,071 I 29*3 


Chhitpalgarh 
( c), 1920 AND 
1926. 


Rani Jagesbwar 
Knnwari, 


§ 8(1} (5), Act 


Qila Partab* 
garb (A) 
1921. 


I Raja A jit Prat^jp 
Singb, 14 years 

f Raja Amarpal Singh 


§ 8(1) (d) (iii) 1 
and (iv), Act | 


Tika Pasbupati 
Pratap Singb, IS 
years. 

Kunwar Tej Pratap 
Singh, 11 years. 

Hira Kumari, 14 
years, 

Lalli Kumari, 7 
years. 

Bani Rajesbwari 
Kumari. 


Dallppur (a) 
1920 * 


97-6 1,191 j 82-7 


1,65,387 


>§ 8(1) (abAct f. 14,506 


Eaje s h w a r 3 
Kumari (d), 
1926. 


13,580 


§ 8v 1) (6), Act 2,861 


5,31,599 


Total, Pal’tab^arh 
district. 

Muhammad Nads.. 


52,176 


§ 42(1), Act 1,248 

III. 

§ 45(1), Act lY 22 


Tbakurain Mobar 
Klin war. 


TJmraigaon (d), Tbakur Badri Nara- 
1904 and van Singh. 

■ 1925., 

Bbat w a m a u Musammat Anjii- 
no. I (b), 1910 mannisa. 

and 1924. _ . 

Bhatwamau Ali Imam, 21 years ' § 8(1) (a), Act 1,075 11,696 98*1 

no. II (B), .. ;■ ‘ -• IVl'. 

1310 and 1924. -- ‘-4': 


§ 10, Act IV 


9i 100-0 



MENT l-^icontinued), 


Charges, 


{g) Bupeas 5, 81S from recovery .ol decrees, Bs# T, 969 iurpias reoeived at the time of assomptioja of' 

' charge'andBs;B9#d0O'1roii3i^to ' ' - 

1^1 Biapcas S6>130 ix6m sales, 

.(I) Bttpees 40,954 from sales* 




Other receipts. 

i 

Total. 

Government de- 
mand. 

; ' "S 

0) , ■ : 

■:..a ' 

w 

'cs, '■ 

Percentage of ma- 
nagement charges 
on gross income. 

Maintenance and 
education of 

wards. 

Payment of debts. 

Improvements. 

Investments. 

Miscellaneous. 

Total. 

AS 

© 

O c3 

a o 

M ^ 

S © 

... 

....;.■:.' .'Q, 

'll 

12 


14 

15 


17 


19 

20 

21 

22 

:Es. 


^ ' '■ Es. 

. Es.. 


Es. 

Bs. 

■ ■ Es# 

Rs, 

'■'/■■yEs..';';';: 


Bs. 

9,371 

.■''■:35,015 

13,536 

8,160 

10*0 

8,884 

.. 

4,596 

2,000 


32,767 

6,282 

30,734 

;,.,3,3'6,738' 

1,51,998 

.';41,899' 

MSri':'; 

91,421 

■ 74 

37,369 

25,000 

11,248 

3.59,009 

47,984. 


2,72,S00": 

1,12,710': 

:":.29,24I„; 


60,303 

-• 

14,822 

30,000 

28,787 

2,70,863 

49,197 


11480 

2,827 

1,160': 

lO^’O 

' .... 


431 

4.: 00 

1,243 

10,150 

1,603 

(jj)59,0S6 

4,11,708 

2,91,163 

29,265 

8*0 

23,095 

48 

9,516 

.. 

11,600 

3,04,687 

47,021 

1,14,911 

10,67,741 

5,72,234 

1,04.715 

10-5 

1,83.703 

122 

66,734 

61,500 

i3,tl6S 

10,37,476 

1,52,087 

179 

179 


: 626 


429 

■■ ■ 7 . 

24 

- 

31 

1,01V 


(;!)l,25,li5 

4,80,051 

1,74,675 

42,601 

11*8 

65,703 

1,07,979 

12, CSS 

266 

91,283 

4,94,530 

19,440 

■ (i)46»773 

2,13,351 

''■82,080.'; 

- ,20,192; ■ 

11*8 

23453 

I 

78,164 j 

i 

i 

2,936 


8,GS4 

2,15,509 

12,348 

976 

•v;:' 

14,568 

6,500 

1,746 

12*2 

6 457 

j .■•I*: :;-':. }' 

.-'i 

i 

438 


751 

15,892 

1,539 

1,73,073 

7,08,149 

2,63,255 . 

65,065 


96,042 

i.86,i5a;| 

15,481 

256 

1,00,7*9 

7,26,998 

33,327 



1,917 

669 

10*1 

;:;,'::X'l,549:;; 


277 

« » 

437 

' 6,551 

1,319 

im 

5,678 

2,065 

685 

12*3 


188 1 

242 

* • 

437 

5,044 

iiSpi' : 

2486 

7,064 

j 

2,195 

568 

12*0 

1,586 

■262 1 

1 

, 294 


1,008 

5,913 

1,765 

, 

321 

21,684 

7470^ 

2,523 

11*7 

11423 

i 

28 

1,514 

- 

■; 736 : 

23,394 

910 

528 

■ 12,315 

' 7,382' 

' 1,402 ' 

11*5 

768 

2,542 

59 


174 

12,327 

1»063 



STATE 


■Keceiptis, 


Kame a lid class 
c! estate and 
year of 

assumption of 
charge. 


Name of proprietor 
and age in case 
of minor. 


Banimau (b), Dharaband Singh . . §10, Act IV.. 

1910 and 

1925. 

Subeha (b), 19iS Ohaiidhri Mujtaba § 10, Jkcfc IV .. 
and 1925. Husain. 

Maiauli (d), Tbakur Surendra § 8(1)(«)» 

1923. Bahadur Singh, IV. 

9 years, 

Usmaupur (b), Tbakur Muhammad §8(1) (f^) (iii) 

1926. Idris Khan. and (iv), Act 


1,187 18,466 I 92*0 I 


^ i Bitia Raui (d), Bitia Bani, 20 years § 6(1) (^)) .^ct 
i 1926. IV. 


Prasad Madan Mohan, 12 
h27. years. 


19,208 


Total, Bara Batiki 
district. 


13,57,164 32,82,948 98*7 jl, 39,870 } 31^9 


Total, Pysabad divi- 
sion. 


Gonda Balrampur (a), * Maharaja Pateshri § 8(1| (a), Act |l6/>7,917 32,65,638 95*4 2,73,i 
192 L i Prasad Singh, 17 IV, 

I years. 


'23,99,773 98,83,671 97*1 14,83,494 47 H 


I Total, Oudh 


133,28,324 1339,11,115 94'0 7,59,155 43*9 


:Gbakd Totab, Ukimb 
Pbovikceb 03? Agba 
I AND Oudh. 


(«) Revised figure. 








MENT 1--- (condudcd), 


Charges, 


Other receipts. 

Total. 

f 

■ '.-4a." ..." 

O 

Management. 

4^ .1 
§ “'=3 

M « Si 
0 'S 8 

o . sd 

.d 

s s “ 
g 1 s 

g s, » 

.0) C«,d 
Q4 ^ ^ 

Maintenance and 
education of 
wards. 

Bay men t of debts. 

Improvements. 

Investments. 

Miscellaneous. 

. . If; . 

Cash balance at 
end of year. 

SiSKillgi 


13 


15 

16 

17 

IS 

19 

20 


22 

;r;>; 'v; 

Es. 

Es. 

Bs, 


Es. 

Es. 

Bs. 

Es. 

Es. 

Bs. 


306 

24,571 

3,811 

2,824 

11*1 

4,149 

6,051 

136 

- 

2,612 

24,613 

2,670 

719 

' 31,823.. 

11,285 

3,288 

10*7. 

3,653 

13,966 

278 

.. 

948 

33,433 


239 

6,163 

■:.,.::2j57i; 

68.4 

ii'5 

1,814 

400 

375 



6,284 

3,420 

6,070 

23,821 

7,889 

2,210 

11*7 

3,134 

9,235 

388 


1,841 

24,747 

261;:; 

13 

3,037 

713 

3C4 

11*9 

.. 

*v 

1,439 


46 

2,562 

1,213 

(/)19432 

42,492 

7,083 

3,818 

lo-G 

7,289 

171 

2,361 

4,000 

2,462 

' 

29,194 

10,389 

29,634 

1,83,670 

59,121 

20,44.5 

12*2: 

36,802 

38.690 

7,863 

4,000 

11,141. 

1,73,062 

29,816 

;::;':7,16>774' 

41,39,S92 

16,16,467 

' 3,83,798 

'■ 10.-.9' 

0,68,189 

6,41,738 

2,13,779 

1,89,461 

5,37,484 

40,96,166 

4,00,690 

11,33,039 

46,72,041 

8,90.131 

3, 43,351 

8*7 

8,81,974 

12,19,134 

6,64,715 

'3,98,309 

5,70.124 

! 

49,67,788 

13,72,170 

'26,74,507, : 

1,29,41,672 

35,12,164 

^ 10,99,303 

9*9 

22,62,531 

30,19,167 

11,21,268 

9,31,259 

13,17.058 

1,32,62,745 

20,78,700 

5544,302 

’ g, 02.14, 57‘-i 

53.62,963 

16,86,026 

10*6 

35.27,896 

51,96,259 

14,71,964 

14,68,483 

18,62,971 

! 

2,05,71.562 

29,71,334 


(/) Eapees 10,934 from interest and dividends and Es., 8^000 from encashment' of, Government certificates. 


Meeeut, j w Division. 


STIlTEMENT ll.-^8kov:ing liabilities and assets of estates. 


^ ^ Debts due oDiDebfes due OD Debts due 00 

District. Name of estate. assumptiou September September 

.of charge. 30, 1929. 30, 1930. 


Amount 
held in 
Clovern" 
menfe and 
other 
securities 
{face 
value). 


Other 
invest- 
ments on:; 

landed 

security. 


Saharaapur' » 


Bahespur , , 

• * 

1,95,929 

3,000 

2,300 

Total, Dehra Dun 
triot. 

dis- 

1,95,929 

3,000 

'2, 300 

Landhaura 


7,60,297 

4,36,183 

4,91,176 

Janeshwar Das 


3,57,561 

2.61,849 

1,71,040 

Maighan Ma 2 ra 

• • 

87,049 

(a) 

94,743 

Jasmaur .. 

• ♦ 

3,14,336 

{a) 

2,91,298 

Jagdish Prasad 



W 

Nias Mohammad EJian 

• *. 

•• 

(5) 

Total, Saharanpur 
trict. 

dis* 

15,19,243 

6,98,032 

10,48,262 

Brijbir Singh 


■ •. 



Muzaffar Aii Khan 

• • 

3,18,523 

8,50,549 

2,43,946 

Tulshi Earn 


55,166 

52,000 

53,192 

Mehdi Ali Khan 


{(j)3,21,l55 

(c)3,18,242 

2,81,749 

Fateh Ohand 


1,75,446 

1,36,580 

1,71,967 

Phoolmati Devi 


18,021 

17,950 

17,650 

Alya Begum 


77,433 

63,i66 

Jagdish Prasad 


■■ 

' * ■ 


Total, Muzafiarnagar 
district. 

9,65,744 

8,75,321 

8,31,670 


: 8,150 13,502 


Meerut 


Sardhana .. 

■ » ' 

18,61,639 

Jiwan Sahai 

■ • • ■ ' 

14,790 

Eandhir Singh 



Abdullahpur 

■ ■ • • 

2,13,157 

Dhabam Sisgh 


• . 

Hardeo Prasad 

■ ■ ■ 

44,257 


« . ' 




5,05,669 

Aziz Fatma 


47,034 

Alauddin 

, « * 

2,73,91? 

Dows a 


M:'Km27l 

Parmatma Nand , 

* * 

7,126 

'D Gwla .» » 


laaiip': 

Ajudhya Prasad 

• * 

17,912^ 

Maraifi, Bingh . \- 


_,;{&) - 


'Siili 



2,12,182 

49,630 

5,03,603 

46,799 

{a) 

35,353 

W 


2.26.197 

47,179 

4,88,884 
44,048 
8,61,975 
38,899 
6,638 
, 42,891 
, 17,736 


I IPotai, Meetat' aistiiot 


mia 

iiasiii 


18,352 
71,290 ,, 


;26,7%620:J , 9,46,243 18.25,146 26,940 


ifed. last year. '/' • " ' : 





Agra. Meerut— D ivision, 


STATEMENT II — Shoiving Uahilitus and assets of e8tates--((iontmned)^ 


' '' 1 

DistEici. 

;^' ': 'y HamG, of .estate 

Debts due on 
assumption 
of charge. 

Debts due on 
September 
30. 1929. 

Debts due on 
September 
30, 1980. 

Amount 
held in:,: , 
''Govern - ' 
me'nt and ' 
other, ' 
'securities: 

(face 
' value), 

, : Other , , : 
■:, Invest-::', 
me'nts. :on. : 

,■ 'landed' ; 
'Security. 



■ 4 

5 

6 

7 

8 




Bs. 

Rs, 

Bs* 

Bs. 

1 

■ 1 
Eulacdshalir ■{ 

1 

1 

': Kiichesar, no.^I , . ,.., 

Bliars Pratap Singh • . 
Dauiatpur 

Thamman Singh 
Kha-npur 

Kuchesar no. II 

Fatima Begum 

3,39.912 

9,286 

77,290 

23,175 

30.820 

4,74,186 

1,12,229 

26,290 

20,032 

7,000 

7,951 

30,779 

3,94,890 

1,15,630 

26,283 

15,031 

'7i420':'^':: 

8,200 

27,717 

4,12,969 

1,21,849 


18,100 


Total, Bulandshahi* 

district. 

Total, Meerut division 

10,66,798 

6,02,672 

6,19,469 

.. 

18,100 : 


63.27,226 

31,24,170 

38,26,847 

30,290 

1,17,126 

'; Aligarh V.,.^ 

■i 

Oil Iran ji Lai 

Bhagwati Prasad 
Bajgarhi 

Bis wars 

Bara Nadi 

77,062 

60,935 

(«) 

46,279 

70.677 

70,814 

4*000 

40’,kl0 

28’, 000 


Totaj, Aligarh district 

1,37,997 

1,16,966 

; • 1,15,783 \ 

4,000 

68,300 

Muttra ..^ 

Sadabad ., 

Waliunnisa 

Seth 

Prcm Pratap Singh .. ^ 

2,17,770 

28,299 

36,318 

2,036 

46,302 

, , ';,4,16S' 

4b:000 

30,100 

1,06,494 

91,337 


Total, Muttra district 

2,46,069 

38,349 

50,465 

70,100 

1,96,831 

Mainpuei 

Himanchal Singh 

^ 



600 



Total, Mainpuri dis- 
trict* 

Hagar 

',: Earn, Devi', ..: ■■.'; ■•*/ 

Bawania 

Eishambhar Dayal 

•• 

-• 

- 



Agra . . 1 

2,55,578 

33,196 

1,35,335 

2,32,292 

35,794 

1,37,901 

2,46,630 ' 
38,159 
1,38.149 
(a) 

V ,',-j 



Total, Agra district .. 

i, 24, 109 

4,05,987 

4,22,988 

.. 


1 f 

! 

l§W§m^^ 

Aohalpub *. 

■■ ''Omargarh: 

Kampur 

Kasganj 

Govind Singh 

Pubra . . . t 

Eajaiir 

Nardauli .- 
•Shankar Saha? *. 

05,853 

4,60,616 

66,490 

**5,176 

557 

1,518 

55,632 

3,02,242 

31.000 

40.000 
4,991 

17 

,, *60,546 

3,07.030 

80,000 

8,000 

60,003 

2,800 

17 

1 

11,250 

*7*000 

« ♦ 

’4,658 

14,937 


Total, Etah distiipt,. 

6,28,691 


; : 4,68,396 | 

18,250 

19,590 


Total, Agra division.; 


9,96,692. 

10,57,632 

92,950 



* '■''', (a) DeWs llnaeI:^^g,Rlrx^’ , ' 





Rohilkhand, Division, 






STATEMENT Ih-rrShowing liahilities: aBseta of estates --(wntmned). 


Distdcti. 


Name of estate* 


Bareilly 


Keolaria 
Iridar iahai 
Brijmohan Lai 
■SaLBIE StHGH',' ■ 
Bliim Singli 
Diiod Bahadur 
Bam Sarup 


Debts due oui Debts dueonlDebts due oa 
assumption September Soptomber 
, of charge. 80, 1929 » j 30,1910. 


Amount J 
■held in *. 
Govern* j 
ment and ^ 
other j 
securities ! 
(face I 
value)* I 


60,835 

3,500 

2,500 

57,943 

7,339 

6,339 

4,027 

76 

45 

35,303 

3i,000 

34,000 

8,632 

{a) 

4,174 

lb-) 


. dth.-r 
invest- 
ments on 
landed 
security. 


! Total J Bareilly district 


1,66,740 


Bljfior 


( 

Ale Imran 

31,162 1 

95 

95 


Jasjit Singh 

1,35,299! 

97J18 

96,513 


.Nahtaur 

84,670 

■ '50,485 

44,467 


Kashi pur .. 

5,60,779 

6,39,449 ' 

6,33.480 


Jaswtmt Bikh ■ 

98,814 

99,371 

87,879 


Kuntala Bikh 

6,278 

18,339 

8,652 

1 

Kam Singli 

43,689 

{a) 

29,114 

i 

Miijiaba Husai'i 



(5) 


Total, Bijnor district.. 


r Sahespur Belari 
Mocadabad,. < Govind Sabai 
( Kanth 

Total, Moradabad dis- 
trict. 

f Paraur no, II 
I Khera Bajehra 
! Kakrawa ... 

I Sheo Karain Misra .. 

! Jagat Sabai 
Bbabjahanpur*! Kapurni:^[a 

Sber Bahadur Singh , . 
Ahsan Dllah Khan. 
Kalyan Mai 
Bicijpal Singh 
I Lashkarpur 


9,60.691 

9,00,307 ^ 

' 9,00,200 

15,020 

9,000- 

— — 

j 

— 

— 


■41,248 

21,020 ,1 

31,320 

3,52.100 

1,97,562 

1,52,415 

68,201 1 

67JiO 

63,294 

■ 208 1 

531 

13,000 

6,740 

2,56,957 

89,481 j 

89,461 

1.65,100 

_ 2,04,302 

75,833 i 
23,913 1 

8,482 

14,391 

7,527 

13,609 




70,131 j 

49,037 1 

43,464 


* . 

CD 

"ot 

66,183 1 

48:960 

te * 

V,277 

(c) 49,237 

(<3)4^322 1 

*46,895 

1,500 

¥,535 

91,973 

92,203 

92,92 :> 



25,3.56 


. . ■ 

25/300 

2,319 

23,620 

25,058 

. 77,331 

(a) 

77,794 i 



■ 44,390 

'«) 

, 42,922 1 

, . 

■ ¥769 


PUibhit . . ] 

•T: ^ 


Total, Shabjahanpur ;| . 5,45,962 

dlistriot.- 

C Jatpnra '60.078 

} ■ Dmr’ao Bingh.'r" -l-'v';' '■ r;,'; 

( Sewa Singh ^ _ j, ‘ ^ 

' Total, PiKbbit: distn'iet ' 61,053 


2,99,243 


8,99,1-4 211 5001 ,, 11,900 


5,003 

145 


' " I ' ^ 13.40,577 1441,021 


5ir750 a, 078 

2,580 

54,330 3^073 

‘2,60.950 ^ -2 JO, 447 






AmmABAD. Division, 


( 69 ) 

STATLMEN r lh«-^8h()win(j liabilities a7id ussets ' of e8tat€S’^{contmm 



Amount ' 
laeld ,Ie, 
'Govern - 
ment aui 
,„;,otlier ■ 
securities 
■ '.(face '■ 
value). 


■Gtiior 
'invest-:;' 
'ments'OB 
laB.ded ■ 
.sQcuiity . 


Debts due bn 
assumption 
of charge. 


Debts due on 
September 
BO, 1929. 


Debts due on 
September I 
. , 30,1930. ; 


District, 


Marne 'of estate. 


Lachhmi Narayan 
Muhammad Sultan 
Parshotam Narayan 

'Mustafa, 'K,:ha'n\ 
Jannatunnisa 
Ali Hasan Khan 
Arjunpurno. I 
Mohtida Khan 
Ashraf Jaban 
Bharatendu 


,Farru,k;habad;''i'' 


Total, Farrukhabad 
district. 


Eta wall 


Total, Ktawah district 


Sheo Bakhsh Sicgh 
Gy an Singh 
Akbarpur Seng 
Ganga Singh 
Tika Earn « , 
Kailash Nath 
Ashig Hus i in 


Gawiipore 


Total, Oawnpore dis 
trict. 


Shambhu Nath 
Phulpiu ,, 

Kanhaiya Lai , . . 

Musammafc Munoi Bibi 
Baraoa 


j Total, Allahabad diS' 
trict. 

I Total, Allahabad divi- 
t sion. 

^ I Madho Singh 
jj liatan Singh , , 

(j Jawahir Singh 

I Total, JhaT.si district 


Jhaissi Jhansi 


Ib,0S9 



STATEMENT : liftMWws awd assets of estaieg-^Ccontinuf d) 


Amount 
held in 
Govern-' 
ment and 
other 
securities ' 
(face 
value). 


Other 
"inveat-''" 
ments on 
landed 
security. 


iDebts due on 
1 September ' 
80, 19B0. 


Debts due on! 
September 
30,1929, 


Debts due on! 
assumption 
I of charge. 


Hame of citate 


Kampura 

Sikri 


JfJaun 


Total, Jalaun district 


Moresbwar Bao 
Babu Dal :- 


Banda 


Total, Banda district 


1,13,836 


Total, Jhansi division 


Sakaidiba •. 1,61,926 

Sundar Das .. •* 

Shec Prasad .. (5)9,993 

Damodar Das *. (5)10,83,846 

Aye?' 

Total, Benares district 12,45,765 


Benares 


Cl BijaigarJi ». .* 3,15;329 04,138 

I I Bagha 

Mirzapur «.<< 1 Pathak .. 24 752 7,488 

I I Hadi ,, .. 33,333 4,520 

[j Mahant .. (5)1,61,128 (5)1,60,641 

I Total, Mirsapur district 6,34,540 2,36,787 

^ Ausangauj 

. S Budha Kunwar 

Ghazipur ..j Gopi Knnwar 

( Brijuath Das .. 28,642 (d) 

Total, Ghazipur district 28,642 

( Promode Narayan 44,501 17,245 

Bftllia Nagra .. .. 34,224 

{ Satnnrayan ,, 47,457 89,796 

I Total, Ballia district 1,26,182 57,041 

I Total, Benares division 19,35,129 13,58,618 

r Bettiah *. •. 50 

Gorakhpur j Majhauli' .. , 79,691 50 

( Bakia ,, • 


Total, Gorakhpur dis- 
trict. 

Bageshwars Pratap 
Narain Singh, 

Total, Bastl district 

Rasulpur ... 

Total,', Azamgarb dis- 

tricot... . ; ' 

Total, Gorakhpur divi- 
'Sipa,/'. 

Province of Agra 


t| Azamgarh 


igures.»-^‘ ’ " 'j'’--'’ ‘ 

te,«!ni5Ui£y.. ' f 

asp^rtibm^d last 

'V /“ ► ""‘S'," 


' ^ 


Fy^abab, Lugkhow. ^ Division. 



{a) Del)ts ’uMar aiagtiiry.: 

(6) were not asoertelEed last year, 


■ ^:-C ) ■■■ ;■:; ; ■ ■ : :'V 

Sl''ATEMENT 11,— Showing liabiiitim and assets of estates — (cootirmed)* 


District. 

biamo of estate. 

Debts duo on 
assumption 
of charge. 

Debts due on 
September 
30, 1929. 

Debts due on 
September 
30, 1930. 

Am.ount, ' 
'Leid' iE''...':''' 

. Govern” , 
ment : ■ and 
other,, 
securities 
(face- 
■ value).;. 

ether 
■:inve:st* : ; 
:me.nts':oa 
landed 
security. 

2 


4 

■ ■ 5 ■ 

6 

7 ;■:■■■■'■■ 

a:,' 



Hs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

:■■ ■': 

: ■ :Bs. -r': 

f 

, i 

Luo a now » . -1 

1 

•i 

Thawar 

Kasmaniii., 

Manzur Aii 

Masud, Aii.:., 

Sarai Sheikh 

1,75,717 

5,233 

1,7X263 

1,79,884 

4,240 

(a) 

(a) 


886 

9,729 


Total, Lucknow district 

1,30,960 

1,74,265 

1,84,124 


10,115 

Unao . . ^ 

Mahmudabad 

Gaigalha .. 

"Behar 

Parmda . . 

1,06,749 

8.469 

74.004 

66,724 
1, '22, 539 
(&) 

63,724 

1,14,546 

67,000 

7,000 



Total, Unao district 

1,89,222 

1,89,^ 

: ; .2.45,270 ; 

■"■:;:'':;7,070",'' 

34,141 

f 

/ ,i 

Bae Bareli 

1 

1 

.Murarmau 

Maurawan 

Thalwansa 
■■ Ea3ngao,a., 

■ B^ahwa ... ■ 

15,48,733 

2,85,351 

2,446 

2,88,059 

40 

2,58,430 

1.933 

2,52,777 

40 

2,35,341 

1,755 

(a) 

23,200 



Total, Rae Bareli district 

17,86,530 

6,48,472 

4,90,413 

23,200 


r 

Sitax^ur 

1 

'"Katesair.,": ■ 

Rampur Mathura 
'Bamkot; , 

: .BaSaidih Tikra: . ,, 
Ramgarh Gudaria 
Chhote Lai 

■'■,:MaHanpur'' ' 

3,32,774 

23,18,103 

2,78,080 

9,26,709 

75,999 

25,28,443 

5,18,618 

2,73,000 

1,88,743 

8,38,802 

77,389 

; riH 

5,02,243 

4,07,012 

1,77,709 

7,98.800 

72,000 

24,27,031 

22",300 

2*1,934 


Total, Sitapur district 

64,60,108 

.18,93,012 

43,84,825 

22,300 

27.609 

Hardoi .. | 

Bhogaitapur 

Kakraii 

JaMpur 

Bharawan . . 

1,45,792 

12,48,631 

90,374 

3,84,730 

-■■32,561:, 
7,13,132 ' 
1,11,629 
3,57,921 

■.■■■25, 285:'^ 

7,28.163 

87,001 

3,35,073 

1,^ 

4.020 
• • 

7'4G4 

83,166 


Total, Hardoi district.. 

18,69,527 

: 1^15,243 

11,75,522 

5,220 

40,680 

f 

.. ■ 1 
Kheri . , -{ 

1 

1 

1 

Oel 

Isaoagar 

Majhgain ,, ; 

Jhandipurwa ... 

Kotwara . .. j 

Afzal Husain 

T9,-6£);t92'' 

: 31 v54, 063 ■ 

4.25,496 
2,85,803 

■-■^■177'.- 

i, 96,290 
~ 95,752 

1,50,133 
20,033 

26 

1,81.260 
60.991 
97, €28 
7,530 ■ 

69,100 

2,000 

5,888 

12,733 

1,50,943 

1,01,071 


Total, Khori district.. 

58,29,684 


2,97,435 

89,216 

■2,52,014 


Total, Luoknow division 

1,63,16,021 


67,77,589 

1,47,006 

. 3,64,509 

f 

AJodhja ! 

63,84,704 

■18,75,871 

16,43,836 

•• 

;’;;e';;:X013:.' 

1 

Fyzabad . . { 

1 

Mandermau . 

'• - V 


» f 

37,700 


1 

i 

Tota'i'rFyz^bad division. . 

: 63i84,704 

”1^,871 

16,43,836 

87,700 

4,013 


’WYZA-Bki>’--(Gomluded). * j DMslon. 


STATEMEKT ll.—Showtng UdUUtiea and assets oj esiaies— (concluded). 


; ,; 1 

Pigtriot. 

, Name of estate. 

,:C 

Debts due on’ 
assumption 
of charge. 

Debts due on 
Septcmuer 
30, 1929, 

lebts due on 
September 
BO, 1930, 

Amount 
held in 
Govern- 
ment and 
other 
securities ■■ 
(face 
' 'value), '. 

Other 
invest- 
ments on 
landed 
.security.': 

1 , ' •' ' 

pH 



6 

7 

8 


i ■" 

Bs. 

Bs, 

^ Rs. ' 

Bs. 

'" ■.Bs.."' 

. . 1 

Gouda . . ^ 

■■■I 

j:;'ATi.;C C;:(':;', C,' C---. ■,■:•■•■'. 

Birwa Mehnon no. I .. 
Birwa Mehuon no. II.. 
Bhaiya Suraj Frasad 

■■;C,.CB'ingb..''. '''C ■ 

HaniBagaE.^ 

Shakpur • . 

Kishori Lali 

3,97,254 

3,97,254 

17,862 

3,95,989 

3,76,498 

3,82,003 

• 28 
3,18,047 

3.65,614 

3,69,447 

2,81,474 

11,500 

2,25,800 

20.700 

11,800 

10,626 

6,63,094 

1.24,839 


Total, Gouda district. . 

12,08,359 

10,76,576 

:"MQ',16,.535.v: 

2,69,800 

8,46,589 

'^t'Pahrafeii, 

i '■' 

* Pipri 

(ff)45,29S 


86,795 


•• 


Total, Bahraich district 

45,295 

' >5,749 

35,795 



f 

! 

Sultan pur ,. -( 
1 

Baxsx • » • . 

Dera 

Kurwar 

Lalli Saheba 

Am&thi 

1,48,023 

(5)17,98,550 

.“'166: 

“ 296 

18,32,560 

82,100 

45,500 

1,11,800 

30,200 

20,000 

40,031 

1,28,738 

10,000 

95,290 


Total, Suitanpur district, 

19,41,573 

166 

18,32,856 

2,89,600 

2,69,054 

Partabgarh ^ 

Qila Partabgarb 
Daiippur . . 

Bajeshwari Kumari .. 

10,81^087 

(0)12.76,555 

4,18,447 

(0)11,42,218 

. 3,32,438 
11,33,100 


17,996 

10,000 


Total, Partabgarb dis- 
trict. 

Auliaialpttr 

Hasnapurno.il 

Umraigaon 

Bhatwamauno.il 

Eani Mau .. . ■ 

Subeha 

Malauli 

Usmanpur.. 

BitiaRani., 

Sar ju Prasad 

23,57,642 

15,60,665 

■■ 14,66,538'' 


27,996 

r 

Baca Banki -j 

22,000 

17,891 

27,704 

234,190 

2,32,185 

6,981 

81,457 

“ 4,077 

”^1,971 1 
, .178.' 

260 

20,833 

17,000 

2/70,230 

2,825 

71,021 

62 

, 1,257:;] 

l'9,383 

13.000 
2,71,377 

2,425 

70.000 

2,600 

“400 

6,700 

2,000 

2,980 

4,10,486 


Total, Bara Banki 
district. 

6,76,585 i 

3,84,860 

3,77,392 

8,700 

4,15,416 


Total, Pyzabad division 

1,26,14,158 

49,43,887 

63,71,962 

6,05.800 

1,6,68,063 

Oonda 

Balrampur 

a,Tl,501 

12,06 788 

7,246 

16,39,000 

41,78,073 


Total, Oudh Province.. 

msirno 

1,06,31,785 

1,31,56,787 

23,91,806 

61,06,650 

;*! 'f^f"'- ' Cm'’ 

; .r... 

Ghakd Toa’Aif,- Uisx!riBi> 

. ,.’Pjaov2i!ic»s 01* Aoba' 
AKD Otos» ’ ; ‘ 


1,97.88.637 

2,15,04,802 

32.43,226 

77,48,300 




aioti to0,MaiM©;to ueylgian* 



BUT. 


STATEMENT IM.—Fqt solvent estates only. 



3 

4 


6 

W'My 

" ■ ■■.■V 







«! o 





Amount expended on 


$3 ^ 

‘§1 








■p ■' 

■ ' ■’ fl. 

§ <» . ; : 

o '^‘5 

B 


District, 

Name of estate. 

Net profits. 

Irrigation pro- 
jects (u). 

Agricultural im- 
provements (in- 
cluding farms) 
(6). 

stock breeding 

(C). 

O 

■.■■SS" 

S “ 
a a 

Percentage of p 
devoted to im| 
men ts. 



Es. 


Bs. 

Rs. 

'Bs. 

E.S. 


Dehra Dun,, 

;-Sabas;pur/' 

10,798 

400 

•• 

.. 


400 



Total, Dobra Don dis- 

- y/iOj'iQav 

400 

•• 



400 

^3*5 









Sabaranpur ^ 

Earn Kunwar 

9.201 

521 


■ ■ 


521 



3,279 

•• 



:v''. 

.. 



Total, Saharacpurdis- 

12,480 

521 

*• 



521 







' ' ' ■'■■■ ■ Vj 



Miiza:Sar- ) 

nagar. ^ 

■ Bera Sadat ■, . . 

1,345 


.. 


# ' 



, Briibir Singh ' v ;'."; 
Jagdisb Prasad,. 

5,447 

10,140 

- 

034 



634 

1V6 

, , , 

Total, Muzafianiagar 
, district. ' 

16,638 

•• 

634 

.. 

■ , * *.. 

634 


" ' ■■ . ■■ ;■ ' ■ 








f 

1 

Jiwan Saliai 

3,182 



.. 


.. 

' ^ A * " ' 

.EandMr Singh , ■ ... , 

321 






... 

Meerut * . 

Dhabam Singh 

64 

. . 






Nahar Singh , ' 

644 


■ » '■* ■ 





, j 

Masuri' ■ ■ ■; ... ■' 

1,844 



• . 


9» » 

V, 

^ t 

AjudJnja Prasad 

:• . ■ , , '1 

14,401 

• * 


■* • 



.. 

1 

Total, ' ; Meerut , district 

20,456 

.. 

. V, 





1 

L" ■ ■ " 

Total, Meerut division 

60,672 

921 

634 



1,555 


Aligarh | 

Bhagwati Prasad 
Beswan 

16,550 

18,856 

1,517 



I.'::'.:/;':..'. 

i 

, 1,517 

9*1 


Total, Aligarh district j 

35,406 

1,517 



... ■ , 

1,517 

4^2 

Muttra 

Seth 

49,221 





i" 

# A 

Prem Fra tap Singh 

44,917 

2,il5 




2,115 

4‘7 


Total, Muttra district 


2,115 

... 

*• 

.. 

2,115 

j - 1 

2‘2 

iilM^ 

Achalpub 

1,734 



# * 

♦ • 

» * 


Bampur 

11,760 



. A « 

. « 

• 

* m 

^ stab '#* «' 

Pubra 

9,387 




* • 

♦ . 

W * 

Patiaii • . ^ ' 

8,398 




' » . 

» « 


ittSHIsiSSSA 

Shankar Sabai _ 

6,586 

100 

•* ‘ 



100 

m&i 


Total/1 tab district 


. 100 

9 * 


.. 

100 

V; 


Total,' Agra division ^ 



IH?lf 

fi . 

. 

3,732 

2‘a : 



i U ) 

STATEMENT III . — For solvent estates only — (cootiuued). 


1 


3 

4: . 

6 

6 

7 



: 


Amount e^cponded on— 

ca 

S 

iS P 

Is 

1 

*cS 

S 

District. 

Name of estate. 

to 

CC3 . 

O 

u 

Irrigation pro- 
jects (a). 

Agrieuitoral im- 
provements (in- 
cluding farms) 

(6). 

Stock breeding 

(e). 

• A, 

.2 * 

ij 

o ^ 

Q 

.2 a 

o a 

O 

-S <3 

cii « 

s 

0*0 
<p ^ 

§^l 

o o 2 

S'® S 




■ . Bs, ' 

Es. 

Bs. 

Bs.' 

Bs. 

Es. 



Bareilly 

Koolaria * . 

12,022 


.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 




Total, Bareilly district 

12,022 

.. 

.. 

.. 

.. 


• • 


Bijnor 

Ale Imran 

12,823 

100 

.. 

. . 


100 

■'•7 



Total, Bijnor district, . 

12,823 

100 

-• 

.. 

.. 

100 

*7- 

ft 

Moradabad .. ^ 

Sahespur Belari 

Kanth 

1,96,670 

81,852 

2*744 

13,035 

369 

619 


13,654 

3,118 

6‘8 

3-8 

SZ( 

< 

m 

M 

a 


Total, Moradabad dis- 
: . triot. 

2,78,522 

2,744 

13,404 

519 

« # 

16,667 

5*9 

y 

o 

Shahjahari' ( 
pur. 1 

Ahsan Ullah Khan 
Jagat Sahai 

20,247 

6,645 

•• 

1,033 

*• 

400 

1,133 

7*0 



Total, Shahjahanpur 
district. 

25,892 

•• 

1,033 


400 

1,488 

6-5 


Pilibbit 

Dmrao Singh 

Sewa Singb 

12,313 

7,090 

**60 

1,373 


•• 

1,373 

60 

11*1 

'8 



Total, Piiibhit district 

19,403 

60 

1,373 

.. 

.. 

1,433 

7'3 

1 


Total, Bohilkband divi- 
sion. 

3,48,662 

2,904 

15,810 

519 

400 

19,683 

6*6 


Farrukhabad ^ 

Muhammad Sultan . , 
Bharatmdu 

12,732 

21,632 

■ ■ 

*. 

.. 

- 

•* 

, •• 



Total, Farrukhabad 

district. 

34,364 

' ' ^ ■ ' ! 

.. 

•• 

.. 

.. 



Etawali *. 1 

Hardoi 

Bhagipur , . 

25,118 

17,174 

1,467 

*• 

191 

.. 

1,648 

6*5 

d 

< 


Total, Etawah district 

42,292 

1,437 


191 

.. 

1,648 

3*8 

CaWnpora | 

Tika Bam . . 

Bauiatram Singh 

11,761 

20*697 

- 

• . 

•• 


« . 

j .. 


Total, Oawnpore dis* 
trict. 

32,458 

•• 

•• 

.. 


•• 

.. 


'Allahabad 

Shambhu Nath 

Munni Bibi 

Fhalpur 

16,198 

8,219 

37,177 

*918 



.. 

*918 

I 2*4 



Total,* fAliahabad''''dis- 

^ ' ; ; , > 

66,589 

918 


- 


918 

4*6 


H* i-'f" 'i* 

" ' ’ _ 

itlliilBlilillii 

■ ' V ' 

,Tot.air Allahabad 'ditlf 

, .1' . ^ : 

• i,K'ro8 

. 2,376 


, ...i' w 


2,566 

1*6 




GoBAKHrrB, Bebabes. Jhaksi. Division 
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STATEilEN'T,': solvent estatm only. 


2 


4 







Amount expended on 

— ^ '-y;' 

sg 

ins 

lio- 

5 A'"' ; 

a 

o O 




o 

>■* 


s 

■C3 

•S 

: &<■ 
a: 

o 

District. 

Name of estate. 

Net profits. 

, ;■ 

Irrigation p 
Jects (a), 

Agricultural 
prcvements 
eluding faj 
(6). 

<P 

... 0) 

.O'' 

"o TT 

o 3 

CO 

cS 

.2 

*5 . . 

.' p : / 

■ 

/ 

tf",. 

—1^0 
ii 53 

a 

Percentage 
devoted to 
ments. 



Es. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Rs. 

Es. 

Bs. 


; J fa ansi , . , . . 

Eatan Singh 

7,975 

>* 



•• 




Total, Jbraisi district.. 

7,976 

■ . 

■ 

.. 

.. 


y. 

Jalann 

■Sikn ... ;, ' .. 

Eainpnra ... ■ 

11,970 

1,28,490 




6,399 

6*399 

4*9 


Total, Jalann district.. 

1,40,466 

•* 



6,399 

6,399 

4*5 

Banda 

Damoda'rji, v, 

3,0G2 




• « 

• * 

* . 


Total, Banda district,. 

3,062 





•* 

.. 


Total, Jhansi division 

1,51,303 




'■;y,6,399:'' 

6,399 


Benares , , 

Sundar Das 

18,165 

1,658 

•• 



1,691 

9‘3 


Total, Benares district 

18,165 

1,658 


'.y 

■.v'SB 

1,691 


Mir^apur .. 

Biiaigarh 

94,749 

2,891 



183 

3,074 

3*2 

Bagha 

9.349 

263 

* • 

* * 

] 

yy.j 

y:263:;: 

2-8 

■ 

Total, Mirzapur dis- 
trict. 

1,04,098 

3,154 


.. 

.383':,' 


3*2 










Ansanganj,. 

1,16,784 

2,953 

8,374 


38'.; ■ 

6,363 

5*4 

Glia zi pur , < 

Eudfaa Kuiiwar 

150 

■ .,■■■ 

■■■ . 




. , 

Gopi Knnwar 

2.623 

■ ■ .■■■. 



• . 


, , 

C 

Brijnath Das 

8,801 

■ '■ ■ 



• • 

« - 

• • 


Total, Ghazipur dis- 

1,28,360 

2,953 

3,374 


36 

,6,363 

4*9 










-N'ai^ra ■ ■ ■ , « • * . 

5,981 

'I-' ■ 

. - 

• • 

.. 

•• 

.. 


Total, Ballia district . . 

5,931 


• 

.. 

•. .. 


.. 


Total, Benares division 

2,56,564 

7,765 

3,374 

.. 

252 

11,391 

4*4 

G'Oraklipur' . , ^ 

Bcfctiafa • - . 

35,665 

1,338 




1,338 

3*7 

Majfaauii 

1,41,080 

277 


576 

’ks 

1,798 

1*2 


Total, Gorakhpur dis- 

1,76,745 

1,616 

• . 

, 676 

945 

8,136 

1*7 

* 

trict. 









... ■ ) ' 

,‘ . STATEMENT' «8iafes 0 'nJi/---(confcinued). 


Amount; expended on- 


,, ' , 'Bisfeiciet, 

I . 


Jjiame oi estate. 


Azamgarh 


n Luoknov’? 


Eae Baceli 


Sitapuc 


f Fyzabad 


Snltanpur 


f Bageshwari Prafeap .. 

** I Harayan Singh 

Total, Basti district .. 

.. Easulput .. 

Total, Azam gash dis- 
trict. 

Total, Gofakhpiu' divi- 
sion. 

Total, Agra Province .. 

.* Tbawar 

Total, Lucknow district 

.. Alurawan •. •• 

Total, Hae Bareli dis- 
trict. 

.. ! Ohiiote La-l *. 


Oel 

Kotwara . . 
Afzai Husain 


. Alundermau 

Total, Fyzabad district 
f Ata 

{ Bbaiya SuniJ Pra-sad 
. i Singh. 

I Bam Kagar 
L Kishod Laii 

Total, Gonda district,. 

S Raisi 
Dera 
Kurwar 
Laili Saheba 


m 

■44 

«3 

g 

a, 

.44 

■ <D 

t 

o 

tu 

pu 

|S 

W O 
w .21 
u 

M 

la? 

. 1-4 'w' P 

^a.a 

S4 O JP 
?yD M o w 

<3 P4 

'^ij 

B 

4) 

© 

U 

m 

A , 

0 

'S3 

1 s 
s-l 

o ^ 

Q 

g S o' 

© ■W' .4 

JL 

.Oort 

as - S 

rj 

^ 

O 'w' o 

O " J 

B P 

Hs. 

Rs. 

Rs. 

Rb. 

Bs. 

Rs. 

i 6,028 

*• 

.. 


.. 

.. 

G,028 

. . 


. . 



26,114 

402 

685 

219 

109 

1,455 

26, U4 

402 

685 

259 

109 

1,455 

2,08,887 

2,017 

685 

835 

‘ 1,054 

4,591 

13,53,390 

19,714 

20,503 

l,r:45 

8,105 

49,867 

5,488' 



•• 

.. 

.. 

5,488 


"5,5.. 

... 

.. 


6,556 




; 125' 

125 

6,556 i 

1 

. 

.. 

.. 

125 

125 

27,757 

.. , 


. . 


• . 

27,767 


.. 

... 

. . 

• . 

6,36,T11 

£6,500 

2,487 

10,020 

*700 

26,495 
' 456 

1,313 

8,405 

46,238 

456 

700 

7,45,698 

10,720 

1 26,951 

1,818 

8,405 

47,394 

7.85,499 

10,720 

26,951 

1.318 

8,530 

47,519 

23,698 

152 1 

. . 

. . 

' 

152 

23,698 

152 

. . 

. . ■ 

. < 

152 

8,526 

48,791 

370 


.. 1 

100 

470 

1,11,690 

7,575 

3,991 

1,439 


992 

6,422 

1,71,582 

4,361 

j 1,439 

.. 

1,092 

6,892 

17,965 

1,67,360 

1,51,408 

8;605 

12 

11,075 

2,670 

431 

1 1,506 

j _ 6 

*150 

*745 

689 

12 

13,476 

3,305 

431 


Fartabgarh,. 


Tofal, Suita npur district 3, 4“, 828 ,, 11,188 1,512 

Ha jeshwari Kumarl .. 7,780 

Total, Partabgach '7,730 

tdot* 


IT ,284 1 6*00 


j .. ■ . 


iiiiiiiiiBiiiiii 
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STATEMENT III. - For solvent estmtm only^immlndei). 


4 

5 

a 

7 ' 

cc 

O 

" "”■■94 

. &4 

43 

52* 

Amount expended on — 

d ^ 

ll 

I'S'o 

§:ra 

^e| 

B 

Percentage of profits 
devoted to improve^ 
meats. 

0 

01 , 

J2 

■'S-S, 

■'Ui ' 

■■ U ^ 

'141 

CQ 

W CJ ^ 

3 si 

^ ,:W .©'-S’ 

.S' ^ >£. 

tio ii 0 w 

r~"— ; ■- . 

Stook breeding 

{oh 

SI .-A 
a 'w' 

ii 

1 * 

' ■■ 

Es. 

Rs. 

Bs. 

Bs. 

Bs, 


2,510 







3,478 





i ,'‘- 

* « 

14,223 

1,000 




1,000 

7»0 

2,324 

lySOO 


• . 


1,800 

"■,55‘9":- 

26.960 

2,156 


.. 


2,156 

7*9 

49,495 

4,456 




4,456 

9*00 

0,97,833 

23,157 

2,951 

150 

. 2,526 

28,784 


30,50,592 

5,804 

48,494 

57,913 

;:":91.044:": 

2,03,255 


44,33,924 

39,681 

78,396 

59,381 

1,02,100 

2,79,558 


57,87,314 

59,395 

93,899 

60,926 

1,10,205- 

3,29,425. ' 

5*6 


> 

S 


District. 


^ Bata BaQkl , 


Name of estate. 


Umraigaon 
Hasnapnr'EO.:/!!' : 
':Bhatwam^n:iio*X', ' 
Bitia Eaai 
„Sarja ".Prasad , 

Total, Bara Bank! dis- 
trict. 

Total, Fyzabad division 

Balrampur 

Total# Oudh 

Gbasjd total, CFmtbd 
Pbovikces op Agea 

AND OUDH. 



I , 

I 




OaDER. OF 


No. 1089/IA. 

: DEPABTMBST. . : ::■ 

Dated AUci/habad, July 29, 19al. 

®iiisiiiii|piii^ 

The annual r.'port on fhe wotking of the 0 jurfe of WaiAs of the XJnitaa Pro 

Vinces for the year ending Sept-e Jibber *33, 

- ObsebvatioM— T here ^^ere 209:egt^^ 

meat of the Ooart. Gl^ 

with 20-2 iu the preoeding year. Fourteen new 

a rent roll of 7*60 lakhs were taken o%'er, „i3aa 

most important being the ^^^.rateadn esta e, _ ^ ^ < ^ 

and the ' Amathi estate, Sultanpur. ; Ssyen 

rent roll of ‘94 lakhs were released. > ' 

2. The total rents! demand was Es. b5|20 770 an 
allowing for remissions, suspensions, advance 

«^nT!n .3 ssGiirBd by (l6cr66S iBjr‘d boiid^, t38 ' \ 4 ^ f 

SSLa a— a to Es. MT.8t1,893 of whtoh W P«, 

was collected against 93 4 in the preoeding “ ‘ ^ivigioa 

nercentat^e in the provinces was 75*6 in the Meerut uivision. 
Fy2;abad°with 98'7 remained first and Benares was se 
wk a percentage of 97. Considering the ^on&iUons oi the 
year, this is very satisfactory The and 

ment revenue, rate.s and cesses excluc i ^ ' A,., 4O''01 

Tspeusions was Es. 53‘68 lakhs as ^/'kak 

lakhs or abouc-3r) per cent, of the ourrenu rental demand. ^ 

3. The cost of management shows a slight 
16-30 lakhs to 1T86 lakhs but the percentage 

12-8 to 10-6. The investments during the . j 

4 The cost of the maintenance and education of ® 
36 97 896 ac^ainst Es. 43,58,618 in the previous year. 

■ S re including 10 girls between the ages of 

10 and 21 The Governor in Council is pleaaed_ to had 
ILrie" eaucAon of the wards 

^ Board of Eevenue also shows marked 

raooess w the efforts to traia pertain warda in estete manage- 







6. Oub of the outstanding debts amounting to Bs. 216’04 
lakhs, Ba. 51'96 lakhs were repaid by 12‘6L lakhs of fresh loans, 
7'62 lakhs from sale of. property and 31'93 lakhs from surplus 
profits. The repayment from' surplus profits shows considera' 
ble improvement. The (3-oyeraor in Ooua oil appreciates the 
difficulty felt by the Board in carrying out the liquidation 
schemes during a period of acute economic depression and 
fail in the marked value of landed property. 

6. The total amount spent on improvements was 14*71 
lakhs against 12*74 lakhs in the preceding year. It is grati- 
fying to sea that more money was devoted to works of public 
utility such as roads, irrigation and agricultural improve- 
ments, Much useful work was done in the way of intro- 
ducing improved seeds, implements and breeds of cattle in the 
Ajodhia, Muzaffarnagar, Sahspur-Biiari, Katesar and Oel 
estates. Yiliage uplift work in the Partabgarh district has 
already met with appreciable success in certain directions, 
the outstanding features being sanitation, adult schools, 
village aid dispensaries and reclamation of the Basis, The 
experiment which is being carried out on a oo-oparative basis 
in the Fyzabad district of intensive work in a defined area 
is full of promise. The other estates mentioned in this 
connection are Moradabad, Sitapur, Murarmao (Rae Bareli) 
and Sultanpur. The Governor in Gounod cordially endorses 
the Board’s opinion that as soon as conditions are more 
favourable, other estates which have been unable for lack of 
funds to tackle the problem properly, should do so with the 
zest and energy which it requires.' He also considers it essen- 
tial for the promotion of unity and social progress that the 
formation of village panchagafs should be encouraged as much 
as possible. 

7. The number of agrioulcural farms has increased to 12 
and only 4 of thorn —[Sahspur-Biiari (Moradabad), Deo- 
ohandpur (Ghazipur), Katesar v Sitapur), and Oel (Kheri)], 
are reported to have worked at a profit. The value of these 
farms, however, lies in demonstrating to the tenantry the 
possibilities of future developments hj improved methods, 
seeds and implements. Their indirect influence in the neigh- 
bourhood is all to the good even if for the time being they do 
not yield a profit. ;t)nly one poultry farm (in the Katesar 
estate) exists, and the , Governor in Council considers that 

. more activity in this dto called for. 

8. ’, •Bffof'ts towards oohsolidation of holding.s have been 

(Kheri), Murarmao (Rae 




, Bareli), Sahspur-Bilari (Moradabad), Sbalijahanpur, Rampur 

(Jalaua), Bharawati (Hardoi), Jhaudi (Kheri) and Qila 
Parfcabgarh escaces. The Governor in Gounoil realizes the 
difficulties, and though success is slow, he still hopes that 
with perseverance and kneeness on the part of the local 
officers in charge of the Court of Wards administration of the 
various estates, better results will bp gained; in future. 

9. The expenditure on education amounted to Es. 1,26,468 

against Rs. 1,14,474 in the preceding year besides Es. , 21,074 " 

spent on repairs and construction of schools. Twenty schools 
were wholly maintained at the expanse of the Court of Wards 
while the policy of grantiog aids aod subscriptions to other 
schools and colleges has been followed as before. Compulsory 
education schemes are not popular yet, particularly amongst , 
villagers of the poorer classes. The expenditure on sanitation 
aud medical aids was Es. 2,2-1,604 against Es. 1,91,211 in the 
previous year. The Court of Wards maintained 25 dispensaries 
entirely at a cost of Es. 96.771. The Board realize that the 
welfare and health of the tenantry is a matter of real concern 
and it is hoped that the scheme of subsidized dispensaries in 
rural areas will be taken up as soon as finances will permit. 

10. The effect of the fall in prices, and the successive 
failures of crops are telling very hard on the tenantry, parti- 
cularly in the western districts. Considerable damage was 
also caused by locusts in nine estates. Liberal remissions and 
suspensions were granted to relieve the general distress and 
it is gratifying to note that despite severe adverse conditions 
the relations between the Court of Wards and its tenants 
continue to be good. Litigation was kept as low as possible 
and the Governor in Gounoil views with approbation the fall 
in the number of suits tor enhancement of rent which is 
thoroughly Justified by the prevailing economic conditions, 

The policy of economy necessary at all times, was never more 
so than at the present Juncture, and the Governor in Council 
is glad to see that the Court of Wards expenditure is being 
out down to the bare minimum. 

11. The Governor in Council desires to thank the Board 

t of Revenue, their Secretary, Mr. Christie, and the officers 

;! mentioned in the report, for their able administration of the 

' Court of Wards department in a year of excep tional difficul-: 

I ' ties, and hopes that the still greater strain which is certain 
, X,_. during the current year, will be borne , with the same sense 
I duty. He is grateful to the members ^;bf: ihe Central 

I; ' Advisory ,, Committee '- and those''' ;’o£ "'t'he v-disfctiot advisory '' /'(i;;, 
« ' - compaittees who have given valuable ^asslataace -^ad advice. 


™ ^ '::\ ■'■■^•.’ -’■ ' : .‘V:., :•' ' ;, , 'S'-' ^ . >: 


published in the , 


|||||^|i:S|i:||^;;y].;!^ " Secy, to Govt;, 

United Provinces, 


By order, 

a M. HAEPBB,-^'.-:,;;;; '?■;■ 

Secy, to Govt., f, ' ' 



